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This  useful  guide  is  designed  to 
enable  the  user  to  obtain — quickly 
and  easily — ^up-to-date  and  accu¬ 
rate  citations  to  the  United  States 
Statutes  at  Large  and  the  United 
States  Gxle.  ‘ 

It  contains  typical  legal  refer¬ 
ences  which  require  further  citing. 
The  oflScial  published  volumes  in 
which  the  citations  may  be  found 


are  shown  alongside  each  refer¬ 
ence — with  suggestions  as  to  the 
logical  sequence  to  follow  in  using 
them.  Additional  finding  aids, 
some  especially  useful  in  citing 
current  legislation,  also  have  been 
included.  Examples  are  furnished 
at  pertinent  points  and  a  list  of 
references,  with  descriptions,  is 
carried  at  the  end. 


Price:  10  cents 

Compiled  by  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General 
Services  Administration 

[Published  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  House  of  Representatives] 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office 
Washington,  D.C.  20402 


Published  dally.  Tuesday  through  Saturday  (no  publlcaUon  on  Sundays,  Mondays,  or 
on  the  day  after  an  official  Federal  holiday) ,  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service,  Oeneral  Senricee  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408, 

_  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the  Federal  Register  Act,  approved  July  26,  1935 

(49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  UR.C.,  Ch.  15).  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Conunittee  of  the  Federal  Register,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President  (1  CFR  Ch.  I).  Distribution  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UR.  Oovemment  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  FEDsaAL  Rxoism  wlU  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $2.50  per  month  or  $25  per  year,  payable  In 
advance.  The*charge  for  individual  copies  is  20  cents  for  each  issue,  or  20  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  boimd.  Remit  check  or 
money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Oovemment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein  Is  keyed  to  the  Code  dr  Fedebal  Reouijitions,  which  is  published,  under  50  titles,  pursuant 
to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as  amended  (44  UJ5.C.  1510).  The  Code  or  Fedebal  RsooLATioifS  Is  sold  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  Fedebal  Reoisteb  Issue  of  each  month. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Fedebal  RECisnB  or  the  Code  or  Fedebal  Reoulations. 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


SECURITIES  HANDLING— SEC  amends  net  cap-  STATE  MEAT  STANDARDS— USDA  finds  Pennsyl- 

ital  requirements  for  certain  brokers  and  vania  inspection  enforcement  lax,  subject  to  Fed- 

dealers .  11970  eral  intervention . . .  11968 


Contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Expenses,  rate  of  assessment,  and 
carryover  of  unexpended 


fimds: 

Avocados  grown  in  south  Flori¬ 
da  .  11966 

Limes  grown  in  Florida - 11966 

Sweet  cherries  grown  in  Wash¬ 
ington  _  11967 

Oranges  grown  in  Florida;  ship¬ 
ments  limitation _ 11966 

Proposed  Rule  Making 
Raisin  imports;  grade  and  size  re¬ 
quirements;  extension  of  time.  11977 


AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION 
AND  CONSERVATION 
SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Cotton,  long  staple;  acreage  allot¬ 
ments;  dates  for  release  and  re¬ 
apportionment  _  11965 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Ani¬ 
mal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service;  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Hog  cholera  and  other  communi¬ 
cable  swine  diseases;  areas 
quarantined  _ 11967 

Meat  inspection;  designation  of 
Pennsylvania _ 11968 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Aldo  Del  Noce  and  American 

Airlines.  Inc _ 11987 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc _ 11990 

NovoCorp _ 11990 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Excepted  service;  Department  of 

State . 11965 

Employment  and  recruitment;  re¬ 
strictions  on  time  in  grade  re¬ 
quirements  and  movement  after 
competitive  appointment _ 11965 


COAST  GUARD 

Rules  and  Regulations 
Passaic  River,  N.J.;  drawbridge 
operations _ 11972 


Pid)lic  contracts  and  property 
management;  revocation  of 


chapter;  effective  date;  correc¬ 
tion  _  11972 

"•'^p^jsed  Rule  Making 
Casco  Bay,  Maine;  special  anchor¬ 
age  areas _  11977 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Import  Programs  Office. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT 
CORPORATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Standards  for  approval  of  ware¬ 
houses;  New  Orleans  office: 


Bulk  oils. . - . . . 11967 

Cotton  or  cotton  linters _ 11967 


ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare;  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  regarding  National  Sum¬ 
mer  Youth  Sports  Program _  12002 

EMERGENCY  PREPAREDNESS 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Major  disaster  and  related  deter¬ 


minations: 

North  Dakota _  12002 

South  Dakota _  12003 


EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  construction; 
area  wage  determination  deci¬ 
sions.  modifications  and  super¬ 
sedeas  decisions _  12012 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Notices 

Cancellation  of  registration  of 
herbicide  2,4.5-T(2.4.5-trichlo- 
rophenoxyacetic  acid) ;  objec¬ 
tion  and  request  for  hearing _ 11991 

FEDERAL  AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 


Control  zone;  revocation _ 11969 

Standard  instrument  approach 
procedures;  miscellaneous 

amendments _ 11969 

Transition  areas: 

Alteration  _ 11969 

Designations  (3  documents)  11968, 

11969 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


Control  zones;  alterations  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  11978 

Transition  areas;  designation _ 11978 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rule  Making 

Land  mobile  service;  order  extend¬ 
ing  time  to  file  reply  comments.  11980 

Notices 

Common  carrier  services  informa¬ 
tion;  domestic  public  radio 
services  applications  accepted 

filing _ 11994 

Hearings,  etc.: 

ATS  Mobile  Telephone,  Inc., 

et  al___. _ 11991 

Communications  and  Systems, 

Inc  _  11992 

FEDERAL  INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Flood  insurance  programs: 

Areas  eligible  for  sale  of  insur¬ 
ance  _  11975 

Identification  of  special  hazard 
areas _ 11976 

FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Agreements  filed : 

City  of  Long  Beach  and  Inter¬ 
national  Transportation  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc _ 11999 

Florida-Caribbean  Cruise  Asso¬ 
ciation  _  11999 

Seatrain  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Borin- 

quen  lines,  Inc _  12002 

United  States  Gulf/Japan  Cot¬ 
ton  Pool _ 1 _  12000 

American  President  Lines.  Inc., 
et  al. ;  order  of  investigation  and 

hearing _  11998 

Australia/UB.  Atlantic  and  Gulf 

Conference;  petition  filed _ 11998 

Certificates  of  financial  responsi¬ 
bility  (oil  pollution) : 

Certificates  issued _  12001 

Certificates  revoked _  12000 

Den  Norske  Amerikalinje  A/S  and 
Costa  Armatori  SP.A.;  certifi¬ 
cates  of  financial  responsibility; 

order  of  revocation _ 11999 

Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.;  order  dis¬ 
missing  proceeding  in  part  and 
expanding  investigation  regard¬ 
ing  possible  violation _  12000 

(Continued  on  next  page) 

11961 


11962 


CONTENTS 


FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Kenai  National  Moose  Range, 
Alaska:  public  access,  use,  and 
recreation  _ 11974 

Merritt  Island  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Fla.;  sport  fishing _ 11974 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Public  Health  Service; 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice. 

Notices 

Office  of  Internal  Security;  orga¬ 
nization,  functions,  and  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority - 11986 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Petitions  for  modification  of 
mandatory  safety  standards; 


Otanl,  Jack,  Mining  Co - 11983 

Peabody  Coal  Co - 11983 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

IMPORT  PROGRAMS  OFFICE 

Notices 

Rutgers,  the  State  University,  et 
al.;  applications  for  duty-free 


entry  of  scientific  articles - 11984 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU 

Notices 

Ramah  Navajo  Agency;  establish¬ 
ment  of  agency _ 11982 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Hearings  and  Appeals  Office; 


Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land 
Management  Bureau;  Mines 
Bureau;  National  Park  Service. 

Notices 

Disaster  of  Sunshine  Silver  Mine, 
Kellogg,  Idaho;  public  hearing.  11984 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 

Notices 

Effective  date  of  regulations; 

Cost  of  Living  Council,  Pay 
Board,  and  Price  Commission 
ruling _ 11981 


Price  Commission  rulings: 

Base  rent  determination _ 11981 

Custom  contract  prenotifica¬ 
tion  -  11981 

Restaurant  pricing ;  allowable 
cost  increases _ 11981 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Assignment  of  hearings _  12004 

Motor  carriers: 

Board  transfer  proceedings _  12004 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  12005 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Employment  Standards 
Administration. 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Ratios  of  apprentices  and  trainees 
to  journeymen  on  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  construction; 
equal  employment  obligations..  11971 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

California;  amendment  and  par¬ 
tial  termination  of  proposed 
withdrawal  and  reservation  of 
lands _ 11982 

Wyoming;  proposed  classification.  11983 

MINES  BUREAU 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Occupational  health  and  safety; 
notification,  investigation,  re¬ 
ports  and  records  of  accidents, 
injuries  and  occupational  ill¬ 
nesses  in  metal  and  nonmetal 
mines;  correction _ 11977 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC 
SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 


Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

Lamps,  reflective  devices,  and 

associated  equipment _ 11973 

Motorcycle  brake  systems _ 11973 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Fields  of  direct  view;  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards;  extension  of 
time . 11979 

Tire  identification  and  record 
keeping;  method  of  assigning 
tire  size  code _ 11979 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Fees;  motor  vessel  transportation 
and  commercial  fishing;  Isle 


Royale  National  Park _ 11972 

Notices 

Ozark  National  Scenic  Riverways, 

Mo.;  designation  and  establish¬ 
ment  -  11983 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Notices 

Health  Services  and  Mental 
Health  Administration;  organi¬ 
zation,  functions,  and  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority _ 11986 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Net  capital  of  certain  brokers  and 
dealers ;  restriction  of  ratios  and 
minimum  requirements _ 11970 

Notices 

Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
proposed  acquisition  by  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company  of  quali¬ 
fying  common  stock  of  insurance 
company _  12003 

SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITATION 
SERVICE 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Financial  and  medical  assistance 
programs ;  citizenship  and  alien¬ 
age  -  11977 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Coast  Guard;  Federal 
Aviation  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration. 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Standard  time  zone  boimdaries; 
relocation  of  eastern-central 
standard  time  zone  boundary 
in  Florida _ 11972 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Internal  Revenue  Service. 


CONTENTS 


11%.3 


List  of  CFR  Parts  Affected 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  offected  by 
documents  publii^ed  in  today's  issue.  A  cumulotiye  list  of  ports  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date, 
appears  following  the  Notices  section  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month.  In  the  last  issue 
of  the  month  the  cumulative  list  will  appear  at  the  end  of  the  Issue. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections 
affected  by  documents  published  since  January  1,  1972,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 


5  CFR 


17  CFR 


45  CFR 


213 .  11965  240 . 

300_ . 11965 

330 .  11965  24  CFR 


11970  Proposed  Rules: 


233 . . . 11977 

248 .  11977 


7  CFR 

722 _ 

905 _ 

911___. 

915-.-. 

923 _ 

1424— 

1427— 


11965 

11966 
11966 

11966 

11967 
11967 
11967 


1914  . 

1915  . 

29  CFR 

5a _ 

30  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


Proposed  Rules: 


58. 


999. 


11977 


33  CFR 


9  CFR 


117. 


76 _ _ _  11967  Proposed  Rules: 

331 .  11968  110 . 


14  CFR 

71  (5  documents) _  11968, 11969 

97 .  11969 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  (3  documents) _ 11978 


36  CFR 

6 . 

41  CFR 

Ch.  12B-. 


11975 

11976 


11971 


11977 


47  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 

18 . 

21 . 

73 . 

74- . 

89 . 

91 . 

93 . 


11980 

11980 

11980 

11980 

11980 

11980 

11980 

11980 


11972 
11977 

11973 


49  CFR 

71 . 

571  (2  docvunents) 

Proposed  Rttles: 

571 . . 

674 . . 

50  CFR 


28 

11972  33. 


11972 

11973 


11979 

11979 


11974 

11974 


11965 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNa 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  State 

Section  213.3304  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Personal  Assistant 
to  the  Under  Secretary  for  Coordinating 
Security  Assistance  Programs  is  excepted 
imder  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (6-16-72),  subparagraph  (11) 
is  added  to  paragraph  (a)  of  8  213.3304 
as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3304  Department  of  State. 

(a)  OtHce  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(11)  One  Personal  Assistant  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Coordinating  Se¬ 
curity  Assistance  Programs. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(5  UA.C.  sees.  3301.  3302,  E.O.  10677;  3  CFR 
1964-58  CX>mp.  p.  318) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
{FR  Doc.73-0073  FUed  6-lS-73;8:47  am] 


PART  300— EMPLOYMENT  (GENERAL) 

PART  330— RECRUITMENT,  SELEC¬ 
TION,  AND  PLACEMENT  (GEN¬ 
ERAL) 

Restrictions  on  Time-ln-Grade  Re¬ 
quirements  and  Movements  After 
Competitive  Appointments 

Parts  300  and  330  are  amended  to  re¬ 
move  time-in-grade  requirements  for 
movements  frmn  wage  to  General 
Schedule  positions,  and  to  bring  Part  300 
up  to  date  by  revoking  Subpart  I  which 
pertains  to  employment  of  substitutes  in 
the  Field  Service  of  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  since  Post  Office  Department 
is  no  longer  covered  by  this  regulation. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (6-16-72) ,  Subpart  F  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  revising  8  300.601  and  Subpart  I  is 
revoked  of  Part  300,  and  88  330.501  and 
330.503  of  Subpart  E  of  Part  330  are 
amended  as  set  out  below. 

Subpart  F — Time-ln-Grade 
Restrictions 

§  300.601  Applicability. 

(a)  This  subpart  applies  to  any  ad¬ 
vancement  from  a  competitive  or  ex¬ 
cepted  position  that  is  subject  to  the 
General  Schedule  to  a  competitive  posi¬ 


tion  that  is  subject  to  the  General 
Schedule  by: 

(1)  Promotion; 

*  (2)  Transfer  to  a  higher  grade;  or 

(3)  Any  type  of  appointment  under 
this  chapter  (including  reemployment 
and  reinstatement)  made  within  1  year 
after  separation  from  a  nontemporary 
appointment. 

(b)  This  subpart  does  not  apply: 

(1)  When  the  position  from  which  the 
advancement  is  made  is  outside  the  com¬ 
petitive  service  and  in  the  legislative  or 
Judicial  branch;  or 

(2)  When  the  position  from  which  the 
advancement  is  made  is  not  subject  to 
the  General  Schedule  unless  the  em¬ 
ployee  advanced  held  a  position  of  this 
tjrpe  within  the  preceding  year. 

Subpart  I — [Revoked] 

(5  U.8.C.  secs.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR 
1954-68  Comp.  p.  218) 

Subpart  E — Restrictions  To  Protect 
Competitive  Principles 

§  330.501  General  restriction  on  move¬ 
ment  after  competitive  appointment. 

An  agency  may  promote  an  employee 
or  reassign  him  to  a  different  line  of 
work,  or  to  a  different  geographical  area, 
and  it  may  transfer  a  present  employee 
or  reinstate  a  former  employee  of  the 
same  or  another  agency  to  a  higher 
grade  or  different  line  of  work,  or  to  a 
different  geographical  area,  o^  after 
3  months  have  elapsed  since  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  latest  nontemporary  competitive 
appointment.  The  Commission  may 
waive  the  restriction  against  movement 
to  a  different  geographical  area  when 
it  is  satisfied  that  the  waiver  is  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  principles  of  open  competi¬ 
tion. 

§  330.503  A88e«smcnt  of  compliance 
with  competitive  principles. 

As  one  factor  in  assessing  an  agency’s 
compliance  with  competitive  principles, 
the  Commission  will  consider  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  appointments  from 
competitive  examinations  and  subse¬ 
quent  position  changes.  When  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  an  agency  has  not 
complied  with  competitive  principles, 
either  in  an  individual  case  or  on  a 
program  basis,  the  Commission  will  re¬ 
quire  the  agency  to  take  appropriate  cor¬ 
rective  action. 

(5  U.S.C.  secs.  1302,  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577; 
3  CFR  1964-68  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

IPR  Doc.72-9072  Filed  8-16-72;8:47  am] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — ^Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 
[Arndt.  8] 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — Acreage  Allotments  for 
1966  and  Succeeding  Crops  of 
Extra  Long  Staple  Cotton 

Dates  for  Release  and  Reapportionment 
FOR  State  of  Texas 

This  amendment  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1281  et  seq.).  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  change 
the  closing  date  for  release  and  reap¬ 
portionment  of  cottem  acreage  for  Texas. 

Since  farmers  and  the  local  commit¬ 
tees  need  to  know  the  provisions  of  this 
amendment  as  soon  as  possible,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  compliance  with  the 
notice,  public  procedure,  and  30-day 
effective  date  requirements  of  5  U.S.C. 
553,  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

The  Subpart — Acreage  Allotments  for 
1966  and  Succeeding  Chx>ps  of  Extra 
Long  Staple  Cotton,  of  Part  722 — Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  Vn,  Title  7  (31 
FJt.  6247,  13530,  32  FH.  5416,  33  Fit. 
8427,  16066,  16434,  34  F.R.  5.  808,  37  Fit. 
9202),  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
the  table  in  8  722.513(b)  (7)  (iv)  by 
changing  the  closing  date  for  Texas  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  722.513  Release  and  reapportionment 
of  ELS  cotton  allotments. 


• 

•  • 

(b) 

•  «  • 

(7) 

Closing  date.  *  ♦ 

(iv) 

•  •  • 

ClooinR  date  (or  re¬ 
state  leaae  and  requests 

reapportionment 

Final  date  (or  re- 
apportiounient 

e  e  • 

•  e  e 

G  •  • 

Texas... 

—  April! . 

1  month  (bHowIng 
applicable  closing 
dates  for  release 
and  requeeting  re- 
apportionments. 

• 

•  # 

•  • 

(Secs.  344,  347,  375,  63  Stat.  670,  as  amended. 
676,  as  amended,  62  Stat.  66,  as  amended; 
7  UJB.C.  1844. 1847, 1375) 


Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  1)7— FRIDAY,  JUNE  16,  1972 


11966 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  10,  1972. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

(PR  Doc.72-9117;  Piled  6-15-72;8:60  am] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Nuts), 
Department  of  Agriculture 

(Orange  Reg.  69,  Arndt.  11] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
905) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  imder  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UJS.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
committee  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  shipments  of  oranges,  except 
Navel,  Temple,  and  Murcott  Honey 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  The  recommendation  by  the 
Growers  Administrative  Committee  for 
less  restrictive  grade  limitations  on 
fresh  shipments  of  oranges,  other  than 
Navel,  Temple,  and  Murcott  Honey 
oranges,  is  consistent  with  the  external 
appearance  and  remaining  supply  of 
such  oranges  and  the  current  and  pro¬ 
spective  demand  for  such  fruit  by  fresh 
market  outlets.  The  recommended  grade 
regulation  is  necessary  to  insure  a  sup¬ 
ply  of  good  quality  fruit  to  consumers 
and  to  improve  overall  returns  to 
producers. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice.  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone' the  effective  date 
of  this  amendment  imtil  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  amendment*-is  based 
b^ame  available  smd  the  time  when  this 
amendment  must  become  effective  in  or¬ 
der  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act  is  insufficient;  smd  this  amend¬ 
ment  relieves  restriction^  on  the  han¬ 
dling  of  varieties  of  oranges  grown  in 
Florida. 

Order.  The  provisions  of  paragraph 

(a)  (1)  of  S  905.536  (Orange  Regulation 
69;  36  FR.  20215,  22054,  22666,  23353, 
23617,  23575,  25401;  37  FR.  2660,  5813, 
6729,  7582)  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  905.536  Orange  Regulation  69. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Any  oranges,  except  Navel,  Tem¬ 
ple,  and  Murcott  Honey  oranges,  grown 
in  the  production  area,  which  do  not 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1 ; 

•  •  *  •  • 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated,  June  13,  1972,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  Jime  19, 1972. 

Path,  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(PR  Doc.72-9076  PUed  6-16-72:8:47  am] 


PART  911— LIMES  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment  and 

Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

On  June  1, 1972,  notice  of  rule  making 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(37  F.R.  10956)  regarding  proposed  ex¬ 
penses  and  the  related  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment  for  the  p>eriod  April  1,  1972, 
through  March  31,  1973,  and  carryover 
of  unexpended  fimds,  pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  911,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
911;  37  F.R.  10497),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  limes  grown  in  Florida.  This 
regulatory  program  is  effective  imder  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  tJ.S.C.  601-674). 
After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ters  presented,  including  the  proposals 
set  forth  in  such  notice  which  were  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Florida  Lime  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee  (established  pursuant  to 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order) ,  it 
is  hereby  found  and  determined  that: 

§  911.211  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment, 
and  carryover  of  unexpehded  funds. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  Uie 
Florida  Lime  Administrative  Committee 
during  the  period  April  1.  1972,  through 
March  31,  1973,  will  amount  to  $22,420. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  §  911.41, 
is  fixed  at  $0,035  per  bushel  of  limes. 

(c)  Reserve.  Unexpended  assessment 
funds  in  the  amount  of  approximately 
$20,000,  which  are  in  excess  of  exi>enses 
Incurred  during  the  fiscal  year  ending 
March  31,  1972,  shall  be  carried  over  as 
a  reserve  in  accordance  with  SS  911.42 
and  911.204  of  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
n.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of 
limes  are  now  being  made,  (2)  the  rele¬ 
vant  provisions  of  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  stnd  this  part  require  that  the  rate 
of  assessment  herein  fixed  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  ill  assessable  limes  handled 
during  the  aforesaid  period,  and  (3)  such 
period  began  on  April  1,  1972,  and  said 


rate  of  assessment  will  automatically 
apply  to  all  such  limes  beginning  with 
such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(PR  Doc.72-9113  Piled  6-16-72:8:60  am] 


PART  915— AVOCADOS  GROWN  IN 
SOUTH  FLORIDA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment  and 

Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

On  June  1,  1972,  notice  of  rule  mak¬ 
ing  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (37  F.R.  10957)  regarding  proposed 
expenses,  and  the  related  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment  for  the  period  beginning  April  1, 
1972,  through  March  31,  1973,  and 
carryover  of  unexpended  funds,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  915,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (7  CFR  Part  916),  regulating  the 
handling  of  avocados  grown  in  South 
Florida.  This  regulatory  program  is  ef¬ 
fective  under  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After  consideration 
of  all  relevant  matters  presented,  in¬ 
cluding  the  proposals  set  forth  in  such 
notice  which  were  submitted  by  the  Avo¬ 
cado  Administrative  Committee  (estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order) ,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined  that: 

§  915.211  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment, 
and  carryover  of  unexpended  funds. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  which  are 
reasonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by 
the  Avocado  Administrative  Committee 
during  the  period  April  1,  1972,  through 
March  31, 1973,  will  amount  to  $22,420. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with 
§  915.41,  is  fixed  at  $0,035  per  bushel  of 
avocados. 

(c)  Reserve.  Unexpended  assessment 
funds  in  the  amount  of  approximately 
$12,646.27,  which  are  in  excess  of  ex¬ 
penses  incurred  during  the  fiscal  year 
ending  March  31,  1972,  shall  be  carried 
over  as  a  reserve  in  accordance  with 
9!  915.42  and  915.205  of  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not, postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof  imtil  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of 
avocados  are  now  being  made,  (2)  the 
relevant  provisions  of  said  marketing 
agreement  and  this  part  require  that 
the  rate  of  assessment  herein  fixed  shall 
be  applicable  to  all  assessable  avocados 
handled  during  the  aforesaid  period, 
and  (3)  such  period  began  on  April  1, 
1972,  and  said  rate  of  assessment  will 
automatically  apply  to  all  such  avocados 
beginning  with  such  date. 
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(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
801-874) 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  DiviMon,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.7a-9114  Filed  6-16-72;8:60  am] 


PART  923— SWEET  CHERRIES  GROWN 

IN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN 

WASHINGTON 

Expenses,  Rate  of  Assessment,  and 

Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

On  June  1,  1972,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed- 
BRAL  Register  (37  F.R.  10957)  regarding 
proposed  expenses  and  the  related  rate 
of  assessment  for  the  period  April  1, 
1972,  through  March  31,  1973,  and  ap¬ 
proval  of  carryover  of  imexpended  funds 
from  the  fiscal  period  April  1,  1971, 
through  March  31,  1972,  pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  923 
(7  CFR  Part  923)  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  sweet  cherries  grown  in  desig¬ 
nated  counties  in  Washington.  This 
notice  allowed  interested  persrais  10  days 
during  which  they  could  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining  to 
the  proposals.  None  were  submitted. 
This  regualtory  program  is  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After  consideration 
of  all  relevant  matters  presented,  in¬ 
cluding  the  proposals  set  forth  in  such 
notice  which  were  submitted  by  the 
Washington  Cherry  Marketing  Commit¬ 
tee  (established  pursuant  to  said  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order) ,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that: 

§  923.212  Expenses,  rate  of  aKsrttsmrnt, 
and  carryover  of  unexpended  funds. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the 
Washington  Cherry  Marketing  Commit¬ 
tee  during  the  period  April  1,  1972, 
through  March  31,  1973,  will  amount  to 
$15,419. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  §  923.41, 
is  fixed  at  $0.70  per  ton  of  sweet  cherries. 

(c)  Reserve.  Unexpended  assessment 
funds,  in  excess  of  expenses  incurred 
during  the  fiscal  period  ended  March  31, 
1972,  shall  be  carried  over  as  a  reserve 
in  accordance  with  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  §§  923.42  and  923.202  of  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the 
effective  date  hereof  imtil  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  n.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of 
the  currmt  crop  of  sweet  cherries  grown 
in  the  designated  counties  in  Washing¬ 
ton  are  now  being  made;  (2)  the  rele¬ 
vant  provisions  of  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  this  part  require  that  the  rate 
of  assessment  herein  fixed  shall  be  appli¬ 


cable  to  all  assessable  cherries  handled 
during  the  aforesaid  period;  and  (3) 
such  period  began  on  April  1,  1972,  and 
said  rate  of  assessmoit  will  autcnnati- 
cally  apply  to  all  such  cherries  beginning 
with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  Jime  13, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-9116  Filed  6-15-72:8;60  am] 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 
[Arndt.  3] 

PART  1424 — BULK  OILS 

Standards  for  Approval  of  Bulk  Oil 
Warehouses 

The  Standards  for  Approval  of  Bulk 
Oil  Warehouses,  as  Issued,  corrected,  and 
amended  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  (34  F.R.  4880,  5300,  and  13734, 
and  35  FJl.  6701),  are  hereby  further 
amended  to  reflect  a  change  in  the  ad¬ 
dress  for  the  New  Orleans  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
(Commodity  Office.  Since  the  amendment 
does  not  change  the  substantive  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  Standards,  it  is 
determined  that  compliance  with  the 
proposed  rule  making  procedures  is  not 
necessary. 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  1424.1  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1424.1  General  .•ilalemeni  and  admin- 
istration* 

*  ♦  #  •  • 

(b)  Copies  of  the  applicable  CCC  stor¬ 
age  contract  and  other  forms  required  to 
obtain  approval  under  this  subpart  may 
be  obtained  from  the  following  offices: 
(1)  For  bulk  linseed  oil,  from  the  Min¬ 
neapolis  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  Commodity  Office, 
6400  France  Avenue  South,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55435;  and  (2)  for  all  other  bulk 
oils,  including  cottonseed  oil,  castor  oil, 
and  tung  oil,  from  the  New  Orleans  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  Commodity  Office,  Post  Office 
Box  60121,  New  Orleans,  LA  70160. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (6-16-72). 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on 
June  10,  1972. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.72-9119  FUed  6-15-72;8:50  am] 


(Arndt.  1] 

PART  1427— COTTON 

Subpaii — Standards  for  Approval  of 
Warehouses  for  Cotton  or  Cotton 
Linters 

Change  in  New  Orleans  Office  Address 

The  regulations  appearing  in  this  sub¬ 
part,  which  were  published  on  March  6, 
1969  (34  F.R.  4882),  are  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  a  change  in  the  address  for  the  New 
Orleans  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  Commodity  Office. 
Since  the  amendment  does  not  change 
the  substantive  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  regulations,  it  is  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  procedures  is  not  necessary. 

Paragraph  (b)  of  S  1427.1081  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1427.1081  (Jcnoral  slalemcnl  anil  ad- 
ministration. 

•  •  #  ♦  « 

(b)  Copies  of  the  applicable  storage 
agreement  and  other  forms  required  to 
obtain  approval  under  this  subpart  may 
be  obtained  from  the  New  Orleans  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  Commodity  Office,  Post  Office 
Box  60121,  New  Orleans,  LA  70160  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  “New  Orleans 
Office”). 

•  •  •  »  • 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (6-16-72). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  10,  1972. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
[FR  Doc.72-9118  Filed  6-16-72:8:50  am] 

Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY)  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

[Docket  No.  72-627] 

PART  76 — HOG  CHOLERA  AND  OTHER 
COMMUNICABLE  SWINE  DISEASES 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29,  1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  September  6,  1961,  and  the  Act  of 
July  2,  1962  (21  U.S.C.  111-113,  114g, 
115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f), 
Part  76,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  restricting  the  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  swine  and  certain  products 


No.  117— Ft.  I - 
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because  of  hog  cholera  and  other  com¬ 
municable  swine  diseases,  is  hereby 
amended  in  the  following  respects: 

1.  In  S  76.2,  paragraph  (e)  (5)  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  State  of  Georgia  is  deleted. 

2.  In  §  76.2,  the  reference  to  the  State 
of  niinois  in  paragraph  (f)  is  deleted 
and  paragraph  (g)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  thereto  the  name  of  the  State  of 
Illinois. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  1, 
75  Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130, 
132;  21  US.C.  111-113,  114g.  115,  117,  120, 
121,  123-126,  134b,  134f;  29  F.R.  16210,  as 
amended;  37  F.R.  6327,  6505) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon 
issuance. 

The  amendments  exclude  a  portion  of 
Tattnall  Coimty  in  Georgia  from  the 
areas  quarantined  because  of  hog 
cholera.  Therefore,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  or 
through  quarantined  areas  contained  in 
9  CPR  Part  76,  as  amended,  do  not 
apply  to  the  excluded  area,  but  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  apply  to  the  quarantined  areas 
described  in  §  76.2(e).  Further,  the  re¬ 
strictions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  of  swine  and  swine  products 
from  nonquarantined  areas  contained 
in  said  Part  76  apply  to  the  excluded 
area.  No  areas  in  Georgia  remain  under 
quarantine. 

The  amendments  delete  Illinois  from 
the  list  of  hog  cholera  Eradication 
States  in  S  76.2(f)  and  add  Illinois  to 
the  list  of  hog  cholera  Free  States  in 
S  76.2(g) .  The  special  provisions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  swine  products  from  Eradi¬ 
cation  and  Free  States  remain  applica¬ 
ble  to  Illinois. 

Insofar  as  the  amendments  relieve  re¬ 
strictions  presently  Imposed  but  no 
longer  deemed  necessary  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  hog  cholera,  they  should  be 
made  effective  promptly  in  order  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
It  does  not  appear  that  public  partici¬ 
pation  in  this  rule  making  proceeding 
would  make  additional  relevant  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  n.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  them  effective  less  than  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  12th 
day  of  June  1972. 

F.  J.  Mulherm, 

Administrator,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice, 

(FR  Doc.72-9074  Filed  6-15-72;8;47  am] 


Chapter  III — Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service  (Meat  and  Poul¬ 
try  Inspection),  Department  of 
Agriculture 

subchapter  a — MANDATORY  MEAT 
INSPECTION 

PART  331— SPECIAL  PROVISIONS  FOR 
DESIGNATED  STATES  AND  TERRI¬ 
TORIES;  AND  FOR  DESIGNATION 
OF  ESTABLISHMENTS  WHICH  EN¬ 
DANGER  PUBLIC  HEALTH  AND  FOR 
SUCH  DESIGNATED  ESTABLISH¬ 
MENTS 

Designation  of  Pennsylvania  Under 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act 

Statement  of  considerations.  Subsec¬ 
tion  301(c)(3)  of  the  Federal  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Act  (21  U.S.C.  661(c)(3))  au¬ 
thorizes  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
designate  any  State,  upon  30  days’  no¬ 
tice  to  the  Governor  and  publication  of 
the  designation  order  in  the  Federal 
Register,  as  a  State  in  which  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  titles  I  and  IV  of  said  Act 
shall  apply  to  intrastate  operations  and 
transactions,  and  to  persons,  firms,  and 
corporations  engaged  therein,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  meat  products  and  other  arti¬ 
cles  and  animals  subject  to  the  Act,  if 
he  determines  that  the  State  involved 
is  not  effectively  enforcing  requirements, 
at  least  equal  to  those  imposed  under 
titles  I  and  IV,  with  respect  to  establish¬ 
ments  within  the  State  at  which  cattle, 
sheep,  swine,  goats,  or  equines  are 
slau^tered,  or  their  carcasses,  or  parts 
or  products  thereof,  are  prepared  for 
use  as  human  food,  solely  for  distribu¬ 
tion  within  such  State. 

The  Secretary  heretofore  determined 
that  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  had  de¬ 
veloped  and  activated  the  prescribed  re¬ 
quirements.  However,  the  Secretary  has 
now  determined  that  Pennsylvania  cur¬ 
rently  is  not  effectively  enforcing  the 
prescribed  requirements,  and  he  has 
notified  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
such  determination  and  of  the  in¬ 
tended  designation  of  the  State.  There¬ 
fore,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  designates 
said  State  under  section  301(c)  of 
the  Act.  Upon  the  expiration  of  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  titles  I  and  IV  of  the  Act 
shall  apply  to  intrastate  opierations  and 
transactions  in  said  State  and  to  per¬ 
sons,  firms,  and  corporations  engaged 
therein,  to  the  same  extent  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  if  such  operations  and 
transactions  were  conducted  in  or  for 
“commerce,”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act,  and  any  establishment  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  which  conducts  any  slaughtering 
or  preparation  of  carcasses  or  parts  or 
products  thereof  as  described  above  must 
have  Federal  inspection  or  cesise  its  op¬ 
erations,  unless  it  qualifies  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  under  section  23(a)  or  301(c)  of  the 
Act.  The  exemption  provisions  of  the  Act 
are  very  liqilted. 

Therefore,  the  operator  of  each  such 
establishment  who  desires  to  continue 


such  operations  after  designation  of  the 
State  becomes  effective  should  immedi¬ 
ately  communicate  with  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  for  Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection, 
listed  below,  for  information  concerning 
the  requirements  and  exemptions  under 
the  Act  and  application  for  inspection 
and  a  survey  of  the  establishment: 

Dr.  C.  F.  Diehl,  Director,  Northeastern  Re¬ 
gion  for  Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection  Pro¬ 
gram,  Seventh  Floor,  1421  Cherry  Street, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19102,  A/C  215 — 597-4219. 

Accordingly,  §  331.2  of  the  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act 
(9  CPR  331.2)  is  amended  pursuant  to 
said  Act  by  adding  the  following  State 
name  (in  alphabetical  order)  and  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  designation  to  the  list  set 
forth  in  said  section: 

Effective  date 
State  of  designation 

Pennsylvania  ...  July  17,  1972 

(Secs.  21,  301(c),  34  Stat.  1260,  as  amended, 
21  U.S.C.  621,  661;  29  F.R.  16210,  as  amended, 
37  F.R.  6327,  6505) 

This  amendment  of  the  regulations  is 
necessary  to  reflect  the  determination  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act.  It  does  not  appear  that  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  this  rule  making  proceeding 
would  make  additional  information 
available  to  the  Secretary.  Therefore, 
under  the  administrative  procedure  pro¬ 
visions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon 
good  cause  that  such  public  procedure  is 
impracticable  and  unnecessary,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  amendment  and  the  notice  given 
hereby  shall  become  effective  upon  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(6-16-72). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  13, 
1972, 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
|PR  Doc.72-9120  Filed  6-15-72:8:61  amj 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS 
AND  SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation 

[Airspace  Doclcet  No.  72-CE-ll 

part  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW 
ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  pages  6209  and  6210  of  the  Federal 
Register  dated  March  25,  1972,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  published 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  which 
would  amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Lyons, 
Kans. 
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Interested  persons  were  given  45  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  August  17,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.8.C.  1348:  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1666(c) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  24, 
1972. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

1.  §  71.181  (37  P.R.  2143),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Lyons,  Kans. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface,  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Lyons  Airport  (latitude  38*20'30"  N., 
longitude  98’13'45"  W.)  and  3  mUes  either 
side  of  the  350*  bearing  from  the  airport, 
extending  from  6  miles  to  8.5  miles  north 
and  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
14200  feet  above  the  surface,  9.5  miles  west 
of  and  4.5  miles  east  of  the  350*  bearing 
from  1.6  miles  south  to  18.5  miles  north  of 
the  airport,  excluding  that  airspace  that 
overlies  the  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  transition 
area. 

(PR  Doc.72-9063  Filed  6-15-72:8:46  am) 


{Airspace  Docket  No.  72-CE-51 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW 

ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  6210  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  March  25,  1972,  the  Federal  Avia- 
ti(m  Administration  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  which  would 
amend  §  71,181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  desig¬ 
nate  a  transition  area  at  Rolla,  Mo. 

Interested  persons  were  given  45  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions.  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
0901  O.m.t.,  August  17,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
49  U.S.C.  1348:  sec.  6  (c) .  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  16S6(c)) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  24, 
1972. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 
Acting  Director.  Central  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Rolla,  Mo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  siirface  within  a  5.5-statute- 
mlle  radius  of  the  Rolla  Downtown  Airport 
(latitude  87»56'10’'  N.,  longitude  91*48'65" 
W.). 

I FR  Doc.72-9064  Piled  6-15-72:8:46  amj 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-39] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW 

ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  al¬ 
ter  the  West  Virginia  transition  area  (37 
F.R.  2303) .  The  purpose  of  the  alteration 
is  to  record  the  description  so  as  to  ex¬ 
clude  any  portions  of  Ohio  airspace  con¬ 
tained  within  the  description. 

Since  the  foregoing  is  editorial  in  na¬ 
ture,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amend¬ 
ed,  effective  0901  O.m.t.,  August  17,  1972, 
as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  the  description  of  the  West  Virginia 
Transition  Area  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  the  following: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  the  boundary 
of  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
72  Stat.  749:  49  U.S.C.  1348:  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  2, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-9066  Filed  6-16-72:8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-EA-64] 

part  71— designation  of  fed¬ 
eral  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW 

ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Control  Zone 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  is 
amending  $  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  revoke 
the  Blackstone,  Va.,  control  zone  (37  F.R. 
2064). 

Since  this  amendment  is  relaxatory 
and  imposes  no  additional  burden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure  here¬ 
on  are  unnecessary  and  the  amendment 
may  be  made  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amend¬ 
ed,  effective  0901  G.m.t.  August  17,  1972, 
as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  revoke  the 
Blackstone,  Va.,  control  zone. 

(Sec.  307 (a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968,  72 
Stat.  749:  49  U.S.C.  1348:  sec.  6(c).  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica.  N.Y.,  on  June  1, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-9067  Filed  6-15-72:8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-OL-12] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW 

ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  Page  6406  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  March  29,  1972,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  which  would 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
AviaticHi  Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Cambridge,  Ohio. 

Interested  persons  were  given  45  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment.  Grant  L.  Services,  Inc.,  sug¬ 
gested  an  additional  approach  using  the 
Newcomerstown  and  Zanesville  VOR’s  as 
approach  navaids.  This  is  being  con¬ 
sidered. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  August  17,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  49 
U.S.C.  1348:  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act.  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  June  2, 
1972. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  i  71.181  (37  P.R.  2143) .  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added : 

Cambridge,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  the  Cambridge  Municipal  Aiiport,  Ohio 
(latitude  39*58'33"  N.,  longitude  81*34'37" 
W.) :  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  214* 
bearing  from  the  Cambridge  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  extending  from  the  6-mile  radius  to  8 
miles  southwest. 

[FR  Doc.72-9066  Filed  6-15-72:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  11996,  Arndt.  814] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAP’s)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator 
to  promote  safety  at  the  airports 
concerned. 

The  complete  SIAP’s  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3.  8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a 
part  of  the  public  rule  making  dockets 
of  the  FAA  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97- 
696  (35  F.R.  5609). 

SIAP’s  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591.  Copies 
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of  SIAP’s  adopted  In  a  particular  region 
are  also  available  for  examination  at 
the  headquarters  of  that  region.  Indi¬ 
vidual  copies  of  SIAP’s  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  FAA  Public  Document 
Inspection  Facility,  HQ-405,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20591,  or  from  the  applicable  FAA  re¬ 
gional  office  In  accordance  with  the  fee 
schedule  prescribed  In  49  CFH  7.85.  This 
fee  is  payable  in  advance  and  may  be 
paid  by  check,  draft,  or  postal  money 
order  payable  to  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States.  A  weekly  transmittal  of 
all  SIAP  changes  and  additions  may  be 
obtained  by  subscription  at  an  annual 
rate  of  $125  per  annum  from  the  Super¬ 
intendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Gtovem- 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
1  find  that  further  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  Is  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  it  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the 
dates  specified; 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing.  revising,  or  canceling  the 
foUowing  VORr-VOR/DME  SIAP’s,  ef¬ 
fective  June  22,  1972, 

Laredo,  Tex. — Laredo  International  Airport; 

VOR,  DME  Runway  15,  Arndt.  7;  Revised. 
Laredo,  Tex. — Laredo  International  Airport; 
VOR  Runway  33,  Arndt.  10;  Revised. 

2.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the 
following  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAP’s,  ef¬ 
fective  July  13, 1972. 

Doylestown,  Pa. — Doylestown  Airport;  VOR 
Runway  33,  Arndt.  2;  Revised. 
Ellzabetlitown,  Ky. — Ben  Koyd  Field; 

VOR-A.  Arndt.  3;  Revised. 

Elizabethtown,  Ky. — Ben  Floyd  Field;  VOR 
DME-A,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

Lorain  (Elyria),  Ohio — ^Lorain  County  Re¬ 
gional  Airport;  VOR  Runway  7,  Arndt.  2; 
Revised. 

Middletown.  N.Y. — Randall  Airport;  VOR 
Runway  7,  Arndt.  4;  Revised. 

Vineland.  NJ. — ^Rudys  Airport;  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  3;  Revised. 


3.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAP’s,  effective 
July  13, 1972. 

St.  Petersburg-Clearwater,  Pla. — St.  Peters- 
burg-Clearwater  International  Airport: 
LOC  (BC)  Runway  35,  Amdt.  10;  Revised. 

4.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAP’s,  effective 
June  15, 1972. 

Covington,  Ky. — Oreater  Cincinnati  Airport; 
NDB  Runway  9R,  Amdt.  4;  Revised. 

5.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAP’s,  effective 
June  22, 1972. 

Laredo,  Tex. — ^Laredo  International  Airport; 
NDB  Runway  15,  Original;  Established. 

6.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow- 
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ing  NDB/ADF  SIAP’s,  effective  July  13, 
1972. 

Middletown,  N.Y. — Randall  Airport;  NDB-A, 
Original;  Established. 

7.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  foUow¬ 
ing  ILS  SIAP’s,  effective  June  15,  1972. 

Covington,  Ky. — Oreater  Cincinnati  Airport; 
ILS  Runway  9R,  Amdt.  2;  Revised. 

8.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  foUow¬ 
ing  ILS  SIAP’s,  effective  June  22, 1972. 

Laredo,  Tex. — Laredo  International  Airport; 
ILS  Runway  15,  Original;  Established. 

9.  Secticm  97.31  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  foUow¬ 
ing  Radar  SIAP’s,  effective  July  13, 
19'«. 

Atlanta,  Ga. — Fulton  County  Airport;  Radar- 
1,  Amdt.  9;  Revised. 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  Ol  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1510, 
sec.  6(c)  Department  ol  Transportation  Act, 
49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  and  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1)) 

Issued  in  Wsishington,  D.C.,  on  June  8, 
1972. 

Clarence  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  §i  97.10  and  97.20  (35  F.R. 
5610)  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  12, 1969. 

IFR  Doc.72  -8991  Filed  &-15-72;8:45  am) 

Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 
I  Release  No.  34-9633  ] 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  EX¬ 
CHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Net  Capital  of  Certain  Brokers-Deal- 
ers;  Restricted  Rates  and  Minimum 
Requirements 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  today  announced  the  amendment 
of  Rule  15c3-l  [17  CFR  240.15c3-ll  un¬ 
der  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(the  Act) .  'This  rule  imposes  specified  fi¬ 
nancial  responsibility  requirements  on 
brokers  and  dealers.  In  general,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  certain  exceptions,  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  Rule  15c3-l  (“the  net  capital 
rule’’)  restricts  the  net  capital  ratio  of 
new  brokers  and  dealers  for  the  first  year 
of  their  operations,  and  increases  the 
minimum  net  capital  required  of  certain 
brokers  and  dealers. 

On  August  13,  1971,  in  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  9288,  pubUshed 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  August  25, 
1971  (36  F.R.  16695),  the  Commission 
proposed  to  amend  Rule  15c3-l  by  re¬ 
stricting  the  net  capital  ratio  of  certain 
brokers  and  dealers  and  by  increasing 
the  minimum  net  capital  required  of 


most  brokers  and  dealers  to  $25,000.  It 
has  considered  the  comments  and  sug¬ 
gestions  received  in  response  to  that 
proposal  and  now  amends  that  rule  as 
set  forth  below. 

The  inadequacy  of  the  former  net  cap¬ 
ital  requirements  of  brokers  stnd  dealers 
has  b^n  well  demonstrated  in  recent 
years  by  the  financial  losses  suffered  by 
cusUnners  with  respect  to  funds  and  se¬ 
curities  in  the  ix>sses8ion  of  brokers  suid 
dealers  who  are  in  financial  difficulty. 
The  recent  Staff  Study  for  the  Special 
Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For¬ 
eign  Commerce  stated : 

Our  review  of  broker-dealers  recently  in¬ 
volved  In  liquidation  proceedings  or  ad¬ 
judged  bankrupt,  disclosed  that  many  of 
these  Arms  were  relatively  newly  organized 
firms  and  had  small  Initial  capitalization 
ranging  from  the  minimum  of  $5,000  to  as 
much  as  $250,000.  The  small  capitalization 
tended  to  produce  a  rapid  and  a  relatively 
serious  deterioration  in  financial  stability 
during  the  period  of  market  decline  in  1969 
and  1970.> 

While  the  severity  of  customer  losses 
may  be  tempered  by  the  recent  creation 
of  the  Securities  Investor  Protection 
Corporation  (SIPC),  which  protects 
against  customer  losses  of  funds  and 
securities  up  to  $50,000,  hardships  to 
customers  still  may  result  from  the  liqui¬ 
dation  of  a  broker  or  dealer.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  if  a  customer  cannot  obtain  his 
securities  in  a  reasonable  period  of  time 
he  may  lose  the  ability  to  sell  that  se¬ 
curity  to  realize  a  profit  or  cut  his  losses. 
Hardships  such  as  that  will  not  be  pre¬ 
vented  by  SIPC. 

The  Staff  Study  suggested,  and  the 
Commission  concurs  with  the  recom¬ 
mendation,  that  consideration  be  given 
to  the  need  for  “strengthening  the  min¬ 
imum  net  capital  requirements  of 
brokers  and  dealers,  particularly  those 
just  entering  the  securities  industry,’’  “ 

As  amended,  the  net  capital  rule  im¬ 
poses  a  maximum  ratio  of  aggregate 
indebtedness  to  net  capital  (“the  net 
capital  ratio’’)  of  eight-to-one  for  the 
first  12  months  of  the  existence  of  any 
broker  or  dealer.  ’This  will  help  assure 
some  financial  stability  for  new  brokers 
and  dealers.  With  the  exception  noted 
below,  the  rule  as  amended  requires  all 
new  brokers  and  dealers  to  have  min¬ 
imum  net  capital  of  not  less  than  $25,000 
on  and  after  August  30,  1972.  Subject 
to  the  same  exception,  brokers  and 
dealers  who  were  in  existence  before 
August  13,  1971,  must  have  minimum 
net  capital  of  $15,000  and  $25,000  within 
12  and  24  months,  respectively,  after 
July  31,  1972.  The  exception  relates  to 
a  broker  or  dealer  who  promptly  trans¬ 
mits  all  funds  and  delivers  all  securities 
received  in  connection  with  his  activities 
as  a  broker  or  dealer,  and  does  not 
otherwise  hold  funds  or  securities  for 
customers,  or  owe  fxmds  or  securities  to 


*  Review  of  SEC  Records  of  the  Demise 
of  Selected  Broker-Dealers,  Staff  Study  for 
the  Special  Subcommittee  on  Investigations 
of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
CkMnmeroe,  House  of  Representatives,  92d 
Cong.,  first  session,  pp.  26-27  (July  1971). 

*  Id.  at  33. 
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customers.  He  iveed  only  maintain  min¬ 
imum  net  capital  of  $5,000.  The  amend¬ 
ment  does  not  change  the  requirement 
of  a  minimum  net  capital  of  $3,S00  for 
those  brokers  and  dealers  who  are  en¬ 
titled  to  that  lower  minimum  as  the  rule 
now  stands. 

The  Commission  believes  in  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  assuring  that  snaaller  brokers 
and  dealers  have  a  secure  position  in 
the  securities  commxinity,  and  that  entry 
into  that  community  be  preserved  to  the 
greatest  extent  compatible  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors.  While  the  Commission  believes 
that  the  increase  in  minimiun  net  cap¬ 
ital  to  $25,000  for  brokers  and  dealers 
who  carry  customer  accounts  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  protection  of  investors,  it 
feels  that  such  an  increase  for  those 
brokers  and  dealers  who  do  not  carry 
customer  accounts  and  do  not  hold  cus¬ 
tomers’  funds  and  securities,  might  be 
unduly  burdensome  m  view  of  the  lesser 
risks  to  the  customers  of  such  brokers  and 
dealers.  The  Commission  therefore  has 
retained  the  present  $5,000  minimum 
with  respect  to  such  brokers  and  dealers. 
In  this  connection,  it  should  be  noted 
that  the  Commission  has  today  proposed 
to  amend  Rule  17a-3(b)  (17  CFR  240.- 
17a^3(b))  to  permit  broker-dealers  to 
introduce  accounts  to  other  broker- 
dealers  on  a  fully  disclosed  basis  and  to 
carry  accounts  of  other  brewer-dealers, 
provided  that  the  clearing  broker-dealer 
has  and  maintains  net  capital  of  not 
less  than  $25,000  and  is  otherwise  in 
compliance  with  the  capital  rules  to 
which  he  is  subject.'  The  proposal  would 
also  permit  exchange  members  and  other 
breWer-dealers  to  clear  transactions 
through  banks  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances.*  The  Commission  believes  that 
the  ability  to  clear  through  other  broker- 
dealers,  or  through  banks,  and  the  lower 
minimum  net  capital  requirement  for 
broker-dealers  who  transact  Uieir  busi¬ 
ness  in  such  a  manner,  will  assiire  the 
continued  existence  of  small  broker- 
dealers  and  the  important  service  such 
broker-dealers  provide  to  the  securities 
markets  and  public  investors. 

The  Commission  has  also  amended 
paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  Rule  15c3-l,  which 
exempts  from  the  rule  members  of  cer¬ 
tain  national  securities  exchanges  if  the 
capital  rules  of  such  exchanges  Impose 
requirements  more  comprehensive  than 
those  imposed  by  Rule  15c3-l.  That  pro¬ 
vision  has  been  amended  to  condition 
continued  exemption  from  Rule  15c3-l 
upon  the  exchanges  having  rules  provid¬ 
ing  for  ratios  and  net  capital  at  least 
equal  to  the  minlmums  required  by  Rule 
15c3-l.  The  exchanges  will  have  until 
September  29,  1972,  to  amend  their  rules 
or  to  otherwise  bring  their  requirements 
into  conformance  with  Rule  15c3-l  in 
these  respects. 

Commission  action.  The  Seciurities  and 
Exchange  CommlssicMi,  acting  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  and  particularly  sec- 


*  Seciirities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  9634, 
June  14,  1972, 

«W. 


tions  15(c)(3)  and  23(a)  thereof,  and 
deeming  it  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors,  hereby 
amends  §  240.15c3-l  of  Cluqiter  n  of 
Title  17  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (1)  by  amending  paragraph  (a) 
thereof,  and  (2)  by  adding  a  new  sen¬ 
tence  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (b)  (2) . 

As  amended,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
would  read  as  follows : 

§  210. 15«’3— 1  Not  capital  roqiiirenientri 
fur  brokers  and  dealers. 

<a>  No  broker  or  dealer  shall  permit 
his  aggregate  indebtedness  to  all  other 
persons  to  exceed  2,000  per  centum  of 
his  net  capital,  and  every  broker  or 
dealer  shall  have  the  net  capital  neces¬ 
sary  to  comply  with  the  following 
conditions; 

(1)  If  he  becomes  registered  as  a 
broker  or  dealer  on  and  after  August  13, 

1971,  his  aggregate  indebtedness  to  all 
other  persons  on  and  after  August  30, 

1972,  and  for  12  months  after  becoming 
registered  shall  not  exceed  800  per 
centum  of  his  net  capital,  and  except  as 
provided  for  in  subparagraphs  (3)  and 
(4)  of  this  paragraph,  he  shall  have  and 
maintain  net  capital  of  not  less  than 
$25,000;  and 

(2)  If  he  became  registered  as  a 
broker  or  dealer  before  August  13,  1971, 
and  he  does  not  come  within  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subparagraph  (3)  or  (4)  of 
this  paragraph,  he  shall  have  and  main¬ 
tain  net  capital  of  not  less  than  $15,000 
commencing  July  31,  1973,  and  $25,000 
commencing  July  31,  1974; 

(3)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph.  if  he  promptly  transmits  all  funds 
and  delivers  all  securities  received  in 
connection  with  his  activities  as  a  broker 
or  dealer,  and  does  not  otherwise  hold 
funds  or  securities  for,  or  owe  money  or 
securities  to,  customers  he  shall  have  and 
maintain  net  capital  of  not  less  than 
$5,000  if  he  does  not  otherwise  carry 
accoimts  of  or  for  customers;  and 

(4)  The  minimum  net  capital  to  be 
maintained  by  a  broker  or  dealer  meet¬ 
ing  all  of  the  following  conditions  shall 
be  $2,500; 

(i)  His  dealer  transactions  (as  prin¬ 
cipal  for  his  own  account)  are  limited  to 
the  purchase,  sale  and  redemption  of 
redeemable  shares  of  registered  invest¬ 
ment  companies;  except  that  a  broker  or 
dealer  transacting  business  as  a  sole 
proprietor  may  also  effect  occasional 
transactions  in  other  securities  for  his 
own  account  with  or  through  another 
registered  broker-dealer; 

(ii)  His  transactions  as  broker 
(agent)  are  limited  to:  (a)  The  sale  and 
redemption  of  redeemable  securities  of 
registered  investment  companies;  (b) 
the  solicitation  of  share  accounts  for 
savings  and  loan  associations  Insured  by 
an  instrumentality  of  the  United  States; 
and  (c)  the  sale  of  securities  for  the  ac- 
coimt  of  a  customer  to  obtain  funds  for 
Immediate  reinvestment  in  redeemable 
securities  of  registered  investment  com¬ 
panies;  and 

(iil)  He  promptly  transmits  all  funds 
and  delivers  all  seciurities  received  in 
connection  with  his  activities  as  a  broker 
or  dealer,  and  does  not  otherwise  hold 


funds  or  securities  for,  or  owe  money  or 
securities  to,  customers. 

(b)  Exemptions: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  The  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  any  member  in  good 
standing  and  subject  to  the  capital 
rules  of  the  American  Stock  Exchange, 
the  Boston  Stock  Exchange,  the  Mid¬ 
west  Stock  Exchange,  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange,  the  Pacific  Coast 
Stock  Exchange,  the  Philadelphia-Bal- 
timore-Washington  Stock  Exchange,  or 
the  Pittsburgh  Stock  Exchange,  whose 
rules,  settled  practices,  and  applicable 
regulatory  procedures  are  deemed  by  the 
Commission  to  impose  requirements 
more  comprehensive  than  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  section;  Provided,  hotoever. 
That  the  exemption  as  to  the  members 
of  any  exchange  may  be  suspended  or 
withdrawn  by  the  Commission  at  any 
time,  by  sending  ten  (10)  days  written 
notice  to  such  exchange,  if  it  appears  to 
the  Commission  to  be  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
the  protection  of  investors  so  to  do.  This 
exemption  shall  not  be  available  to  the 
members  of  any  exchange  whose  capital 
rules  do  not  provide  that  in  the  compu¬ 
tation  of  net  capital  there  shall  be  a  de¬ 
duction  of  not  less  than  10  percent  of 
the  contract  price  of  each  item  in  the 
securities  fail^  to  deliver  accoimt  which 
is  outstanding  40  to  49  calendar  days; 
20  percent  of  the  contract  price  of  each 
item  in  the  securities  failed  to  deliver 
account  which  is  outstanding  50  to  59 
calendar  days;  and  30  percent  of  the 
contract  price  of  each  item  in  the  securi¬ 
ties  failed  to  deliver  account  which  is 
outstanding  60  or  more  calendar  days. 
This  exemption  shall  not  be  available  to 
the  members  of  any  exchange  whose 
rules  do  not  provide  ^ter  September  29, 
1972,  for  ratios  and  net  capital  at  least 
equal  to  the  minimum  ratios  and  net 
capital  required  by  paragraphs  (a)  (1) 
and  (2)  of  this  section. 

The  foregoing  action  shall  be  effective 
on  July  31,  1972. 

(Secs.  15(c)(3),  23(a),  48  SUt.  895,  901,  secs. 
3,  8.  49  Stat.  1377,  1379,  sec.  2,  62  Stat.  1075, 
15  U.S.C.  T8o(c)  (3),  78w(a) ) 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary, 

June  14.  1972. 

(FR  Doc.73-0081  PUed  6-15-72;8:48  am] 


Title  29— LABOR 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor 

PART  5a— LABOR  STANDARDS  FOR 
RATIOS  OF  APPRENTICES  AND 
TRAINEES  TO  JOURNEYMEN  ON 
FEDERAL  AND  FEDERALLY  ASSISTED 
CONSTRUCTION 

Equerf  Employment  Obligations 
On  March  21, 1972,  notice  of  pn^Tosed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fxd- 
xaAL  Registee  (37  Fit.  5759)  to  Indicate 
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the  various  Departmmt  of  Labor  equal 
employment  opportimity  programs  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  ratio  requirements  con¬ 
tained  in  29  CFR  Part  5a. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  comments  re¬ 
garding  the  proposal.  After  considera¬ 
tion  of  all  cwnments  received,  the  pro¬ 
posal  is  hereby  adopted  without  change. 

Section  5a.l  is  amended  by  the  addi- 
ti(xi  of  a  new  paragraph  (d)  as  follows; 

§  5a.l  Purpow  and  scope. 

***** 

(d)  The  utilization  of  apprentices, 
trainees,  and  journeymen  under  this  part 
shall  be  in  conformity  with  the  equal 
employment  opportunity  requirements  of 
Executive  Order  11246,  as  amended;  Part 
30  of  this  subtitle  and  State  plans  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
pursuant  thereto;  and  Part  31  of  this 
subtitle. 

Effective  date.  This  amendmait  is  ef¬ 
fective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (6-16-72). 

Signed  at  Washingt(»i,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  June  1972. 

J.  D.  Hodgson, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

{FR  Doc.72-9080  Filed  6-16-72:8:48  am] 

Tide  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  Transportation 

[COD  72-106R] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION  REGULATIONS 

Passaic  River,  N.J. 

This  ammdment  adds  regulations  for 
the  highway  bridge  across  the  Passaic 
River  between  Bellville  and  Arlington  to 
require  at  least  6  hours’  notice  from  7 
a.m.  to  6  p.m.  from  June  19,  1972, 
through  July  28,  1972.  The  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  allow  repair  to  the 
deck  section  of  this  bridge  and  other 
maintenance  work,  as  appropriate. 

This  rule  is  issued  without  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  and  is  effective  In 
less  than  30  days.  The  CToast  Guard  has 
found  that  good  cause  exists  for  tsiklng 
this  action  on  the  basis  that  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  delay 
this  work. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33,  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  paragraph  (J)  to 
§  117.200  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.200  Newark  Bay,  Passaic  and 
Hackensack  Rivers,  and  their  navi¬ 
gable  tributaries;  general  regula¬ 
tions. 

***** 

(j)  Passaic  River,  highway  bridge  be¬ 
tween  Bellville  and  Arlington.  The  draw 
need  not  open  from  7  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  from 
Jime  19.  1972,  through  July  28,  1972,  im- 
less  at  least  6  hoiu^’  notice  has  been 


given.  At  all  other  times  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  037;  83  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.O. 
1666(g)(2);  49  CPR  1.46(c)(6),  33  CFR 
1.06-1(0(4)) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  is  effec¬ 
tive  from  June  19,  1972,  through 

July  28,  1972. 

Dated;  June  12,  1972. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

(PR  Doc.72-9107  FUed  6-16-72:8:49  am] 

Title  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I — National  Park  Service, 

Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  6— MISCELLANEOUS  FEES 

Motor  Vessel  Transportation  and 
Commercial  Fishing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  3  of 
the  Act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535; 
16  n.S.C.  567),  §§  6.5  and  6.6  are  hereby 
deleted  from  Title  36  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations. 

The  purpose  of  this  deletion  is  to  re¬ 
move  purely  informational  material  con¬ 
cerning  motor  vessel  tran^xirtation  and 
commercial  fishing  at  Isle  Royale  Na¬ 
tional  Park  from  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  and  to  permit  a  more 
flexible  method  of  handling  frequently 
changing  motor  vessel  transportation 
rates. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to  af¬ 
ford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  How¬ 
ever,  since  this  deletion  will  not  Impose 
any  additional  restrictions  on  the  public, 
comment  thereon  is  deemed  to  be  un¬ 
necessary  and  not  in  the  public  interest. 
This  amendment  will  thus  take  effect 
upon  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (6-16-72)  (5  U.S.C.  553). 

Section  6.5  entitled  Motor  vessel  trans¬ 
portation  and  $6.6  entitled  Commercial 
fishing  are  hereby  deleted. 

Lawrence  C.  Hadley, 
Assistant  Director, 
National  Park  Service. 

(FR  Doc.72-9069  Filed  6-15-72:8:46  am] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CDNTRACTS 
AND  PRDPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  12B— Coast  Guard, 
Department  of  Transportation 

[COD  72-77CR] 

rev6cation  of  chapter 

Effective  Date;  Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-8063,  appearing  at  pcige 
10834  in  the  May  31,  1972,  issue  of  the 


Federal  Register,  the  effective  date  of 
the  revocation  of  (Chapter  12B  of  Title  41, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  May  31, 
1972,  This  date  Is  in  error  and  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  is  corrected  to  Jime  2,  1972.  As 
corrected,  the  effective  date  reads  as 
follows: 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  June  2,  1972. 

Dated:  June  8, 1972. 

E.  D.  SCHEIDERER, 

Comptroller. 

|PR  Doc.72-9105  Piled  6-16-72:8:49  am) 


Title  49— TRANSPDRTATIDN 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation 

(OST  Docket  No.  30,  Amdt.  71-12) 

PART  71~STANDARD  TIME  ZONE 
BOUNDARIES 

Relocation  of  Eastern-Central  Stand¬ 
ard  Time  Zone  Boundary  in  State  of 
Florida 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  to  change  the  exist¬ 
ing  boundary  line  between  the  eastern 
time  zone  and  the  central  time  zone  as 
it  relates  to  the  State  of  Florida. 

On  April  13,  1972,  the  Department  of 
Transportation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (37  F.R.  7344),  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  on  a  proposal  to  re¬ 
locate  a  segment  of  the  boundary  be¬ 
tween  the  eastern  and  central  time  zones 
from  its  present  location  along  the  mid¬ 
dle  of  the  main  channel  of  the  Apalachi¬ 
cola  River  westward  so  as  to  place  that 
small  portion  of  Franklin  County  not 
already  in  the  eastern  time  zone  and  the 
coastal  region  of  Gulf  County  in  the 
eastern  time  zone. 

The  proposal  was  based  on  a  petition 
from  the  five  members  of  the  Florida 
Legislature  who  constitute  the  entire 
legislative  delegation  from  the  area  con¬ 
cerned.  The  petition  pointed  out  that 
notwithstanding  the  existing  location  of 
the  time  zone  boundary,  which  places  the 
150-square-mile  area  concern^  in  the 
central  time  zone,  the  citizens  of  that 
area  have  always  observed  eastern  time. 

Interested  persons  were  given  a  47-day 
period  within  which  to  comment  on  the 
proposed  change.  No  adverse  comment 
was  received.  The  mayor  of  the  principal 
community  in  the  area  concerned,  Port 
St.  Joe,  advised  the  Department  that  he 
and  the  community  support  the  change. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
change  is  being  made  as  proposed.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  effective  July  15,  1972,  para¬ 
graphs  (f )  and  (h)  of  I  71.5  of  Title  49 
of  the  Ck>de  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  71.5  Boundary  line  between  eastern 
and  central  zones. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(f)  Florida.  From  the  southwest  cor¬ 
ner  of  the  State  of  Georgia  to  the  mid¬ 
point  of  the  Apalachicola  River  on  the 
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downstream  side  of  Jim.  Woodruff  Dam; 
thence  southerly  along  the  middle  of  the 
main  channel  of  the  Apalachicola  River 
to  its  intersection  with  the  Jackson 
River:  thence  westerly  along  the  center 
of  the  Jackson  River  to  its  intersection 
with  the  Intracoastal  Waterway:  thence 
westerly  along  the  center  of  the  Intra- 
coastal  Waterway  to  the  west  line  of 
Gulf  County;  thence  southerly  along  the 
west  line  of  Gulf  County  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(h)  Municipalities  on  boundary  line. 
All  municipalities  located  upon  the  zone 
boundary  line  described  In  this  section 
are  in  the  central  standard  time  zone. 

Since  it  will  no  longer  be  necessary, 
the  operating  exception  granted  to  the 
Apalachicola  Northern  Railroad  allow¬ 
ing  it  to  operate  on  eastern  time  between 
the  Apalachicola  River  and  Port  St.  Joe 
is  being  withdrawn  by  striking  out  the 
Item  entitled  “Apalachicola  Northern” 
in  S  71.5fg)  (2)  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

(Act  of  Mar.  19,  1918,  as  amended  by  the 
Uniform  Time  Act  of  1966,  15  U.S.C.  260-267; 
sec.  6(e)  (5),  Department  of  Transportation 
Act.  49  U.S.C.  1655(e)(5)) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  8, 
1972. 


John  A.  Volpe, 
Secretary  of  Transportation. 
IFR  Doc.72-9068  Plied  6-15-72;8:46  am] 


Chapter  V — National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Department 
of  Transportation 

[Doclcet  No.  69-18;  Notice  9] 

part  571— federal  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  and 
Associated  Equipment 

Tills  notice  specifies  a  permissible 
method  of  certifjing  replacement  light¬ 
ing  equipment  for  vehicles  manufactured 
on  or  after  January  1,  1973,  to  conform 
to  Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  108a,  Lamps,  Reflective  Devices, 
and  Associated  Equipment. 

On  January  12,  1972,  paragraph  S4.7 
of  Standard  No.  108  was  amended  (37 
F.R.  445)  to  permit  manufacturers  to 
certify  lighting  equipment  Items  by  plac¬ 
ing  the  symbol  “DOT”  directly  on  the 
item,  if  they  choose  to  do  so.  A  corre¬ 
sponding  amendment  was  not  made  to 
Standard  No.  108a,  effective  January  1, 
1973,  as  NHTSA  Intends  to  propose  a 
comprehensive  marking  and  certification 
code  effective  at  a  later  date.  The  amend¬ 
ment  to  S4.7  adopted  today  will  permit 
manufacturers  to  continue  the  optional 
means  of  certification  until  such  time  as 
the  NHTSA  proposes  and  adopts  a  com¬ 
prehensive  code. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  S4.7 
of  49  CFR  571.108a.  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  No.  108a,  Lamps,  Re- 
flective  Devices,  and  Associated  Equip¬ 
ment,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


S4.7  Replacement  equipment. 

54.7.1  Each  lamp,  reflective  device, 
or  item  of  associated  equipment  manu¬ 
factured  to  replace  any  lamp,  reflective 
device,  or  item  of  associated  equipment 
on  any  vehicle  to  which  this  standard 
applies  shall  be  desigmed  to  conform 
with  this  standard. 

54.7.2  Each  lamp,  reflective  device, 
or  item  of  associated  equipment  to 
which  section  S4.7.1  applies  may  be 
labeled  with  the  symbol  DOT,  which 
shall  constitute  a  certification  that  it 
conforms  to  applicable  Federal  motor 
vehicle  safety  standards. 

Effective  date:  January  1,  1973. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  114,  119,  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966,  16 
U.S.C.  1392,  1401,  1403,  and  1407;  delegation 
of  authority  from  the  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation  to  the  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administrator,  49  CFR  1.51) 

Issued  on  June  9,  1972. 

Douglas  W.  Toms, 
Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.72-9091  Filed  6-15-72;8;48  am] 


PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Motorcycle  Brake  Systems;  Response 

to  Petitions  for  Reconsideration 

This  notice  responds  to  petitions  for 
reconsideration  of  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  122  (49  CFR  571.122),  and 
changes  the  effective  date  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  to  January  1,  1974. 

Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No. 
122  establishing  requirements  for  motor¬ 
cycle  braking  equipment,  stopping  dis¬ 
tance,  brake  system  fade  and  recovery, 
and  wet  brake  recovery,  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1973,  was  published  on  March 
9,  1972  (37  F.R.  5033).  Thereafter,  pur¬ 
suant  to  49  CFR  553.35,  petitions  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  rule  were  filed  by 
Japan  Automobile  Manufacturers  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc.  (JAMA),  and  Cushman 
Motors  (Cushman)  through  counsel.  In 
response  to  these  petitions,  the  effective 
date  of  the  standard  is  being  changed. 
The  Administrator  has  declined  to  grant 
requested  relief  from  other  requirements 
of  the  standard. 

1,  Lining  inspection  requirement. 
S5.1.5  of  Standard  No.  122  requires  a 
brake  system  to  be  installed  “so  that  the 
lining  thickness  of  drum  brake  shoes  may 
be  visually  inspected,  either  directly  or 
by  use  of  a  mirror  without  removing  the 
drums  •  *  JAMA  has  petitioned 
that  the  word  “indirectly”  be  substituted 
for  “by  use  of  a  mirror”  in  order  to  allow 
use  of  a  device  such  as  a  wear  indicator 
on  the  outside  of  front  and  rear  brake 
panels.  The  NHTSA  considers  wear  in¬ 
dicators  to  be  a  “direct”  method  of  visual 
inspection  since  the  extent  of  lining  wear 
may  be  determined  without  removal  of 
the  drums.  There  is  no  need  to  amend 
the  standard  to  allow  their  use,  and 
JAMA’S  petitioned  is  denied. 


2.  Brake  wetting  procedure.  The  pro¬ 
cedure  for  wetting  the  brakes  prior  to 
testing  lor  wet  brake  recove:^  (S7.10.2) 
specifies  the  complete  immersicsi  of  brake 
assemblies. 

JAMA  has  petitioned  that  a  water 
trough  be  substituted,  with  water  depth 
varying  according  to  the  cycle’s  tire  rim 
size,  through  which  the  cycle  would  be 
driven  for  2  minutes  at  a  speed  of  10 
m.p.h.  JAMA  notes  that  this  is  similar 
to  the  procedure  NHTSA  proposed  in 
Docket  No.  70-27,  Hydraulic  Brake  Sys¬ 
tems.  and  commented  that  the  same 
proc^ure  should  apply  to  all  motor 
vehicles. 

The  NHTSA  has  determined  that  the 
inherent  instability  of  two-  and  three¬ 
wheeled  vehicles  under  wet  road  condi¬ 
tions  Justifies  a  different  test  procedure. 
ITie  difference  in  configuration  between 
motorcycles  and  four-T;heeled  vehicles  is 
distinct  enough  that  there  is  no  assurance 
motorcycle  brakes  will  be  wet,  or  wet 
uniformly,  by  the  trough  method.  It  is 
recogniz^  that  neither  method  may 
represent  the  way  brakes  become  wet 
under  actual  road  conditions,  but  immer¬ 
sion  of  brake  assemblies  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  the  more  eflBciently  repro¬ 
ducible  method  of  establishing  a  condi¬ 
tion  imder  which  motorcycle  brake 
system  performance  may  be  evaluated. 
'The  petition  is  denied. 

3.  Stopping  distance.  JAMA  and  Cush¬ 
man  petitioned  for  a  relaxation  of  the 
stopping  distance  requirements  of  Table 

l.  JAMA  recommended  that  the  stopping 
distance  values  in  Column  II  (prebumish 
effectiveness,  partial  mechanical  sys¬ 
tem)  and  Column  HI  (effectiveness — 
total  system)  up  to  and  including  70 

m. p.h.  be  the  stopping  distances  sp>eci- 
fied  in  SAE  Recommended  Practice 
J109a.  This  would  mean  an  increase  in 
range  of  39-136  feet  for  the  prebumish 
stopping  distances,  and  1-15  feet  for 
total  system  effectiveness  over  the  values 
of  Standard  No.  122.  JAMA  alleges  that 
stopping  distance  is  highly  dependent 
upon  the  rider’s  ability  to  control  the 
brakes,  and  it  request^  the  increased 
stopping  distances  to  compensate  for 
variations  in  the  rider’s  skill.  Cushman, 
whose  three-wheeled  vehicles  have  a  top 
speed  of  38  m.p.h.,  requests  that  all  stop¬ 
ping  distances  from  30  m.p.h.  and  35 
m.p.h.  be  modified,  alleging  that  the  only 
way  it  can  meet  the  stopping  distances  is 
by  redesigning  its  vehicle.  Cushman  also 
states  that  it  is  unaware  of  any  incident 
where  the  stopping  distances  achieved 
by  its  present  vehicle  has  become  a  factor 
in  an  accident,  and  that  accordingly 
there  is  no  need  for  the  stopping  dis¬ 
tances  set  forth  in  Table  I,  as  they  apply 
to  Cushman,  in  order  to  protect  the 
public. 

The  NHTSA  recognizes  that  its  stand¬ 
ards  on  braking  (the  forthcoming 
amendment  to  Standard  No.  105,  Hy¬ 
draulic  Brake  Systems,  Standard  No.  121, 
Air  Brake  Systems,  and  Standard  No. 
122,  Motorcycle  Brake  Systems)  impose 
stringent  requirements  on  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  all  types  of  vehicles,  and 
that,  in  some  instances,  redesign  may  be 
necessary.  But  because  of  the  ever-in¬ 
creasing  numbers  of  vehicles  on  urban 
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and  interstate  roadways,  and  of  psissen- 
ger-miles  traveled,  the  NHTSA  considers 
improved  braking  systems  to  be  the  high¬ 
est  priority  in  its  program  of  accident 
avoidance.  Prompt  and  accurate  braking 
response  is  deemed  especially  critical  in 
providing  a  margin  by  which  the  vulner¬ 
able  motorcyclist  may  escape  death  or 
serious  injury.  While  the  fatality  rate 
for  all  motor  vehicle  occupants  fell  3.8 
percent  in  1970,  it  rose  18.9  percent  for 
motorcycle  riders.  Motorcycles  account 
for  less  than  2.3  percent  of  total  vehicle 
registrations,  but  they  are  involved  in 
3.6  percent  of  all  fatal  accidents.  There¬ 
fore,  the  necessity  that  the  industry 
achieve  the  full  capability  of  the  present 
state  of  the  art  has  been  found  to  out¬ 
weigh  the  problems  caused  the  indi¬ 
vidual  mamifacturers  by  compliance. 

The  NHTSA  recognizes  the  effect  of 
rider  control  upon  stopping  distance  in 
the  wording  of  S7  which  deems  stopping 
distance  requirements  met  if  only  one 
of  the  specified  niunber  of  stops  occurs 
within  the  maximum  allowable  stop¬ 
ping  distances.  Comments  to  Docket  No. 
1-3  indicate  that  it  is  clearly  reason¬ 
able  and  practicable  to  require  motor¬ 
cycles  to  meet  the  stopping  distances 
adopted  for  Standard  No.  122.  The  peti¬ 
tions  of  JAMA  and  Ciishman  are  denied. 

4.  Effective  date.  JAMA  has  requested 
a  4-month  delay  in  the  effective  date  of 
Standard  No.  122  because  model  change¬ 
over  time  for  Japanese  manufacturers 
extends  through  autiunn  to  the  end  of 
the  year.  It  estimates  that  only  50  percent 
of  the  industry  could  be  brought  into 
compliance  by  September  1, 1973.  In  light 
of  the  design  changes  that  may  be  ne¬ 
cessitated,  the  Administrator  finds  this 
request  reasonable  and  that  for  good 
cause  shown  a  later  effective  date  is  in 
the  public  interest.  The  effective  date  of 
Standard  No.  122  is  hereby  changed  to 
January  1, 1974. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966,  16  U-S.C.  1392, 
1407;  delegation  of  authority  from  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Transportation  to  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administrator,  49 
CFR  1.61) 

Issued  on  June  9,  1972. 

Douglas  W.  Toms, 
Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.72-9098  Piled  6-16-72:8:61  am) 

Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 

and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  28— PUBLIC  ACCESS,  USE, 
AND  RECREATION 

Kenai  National  Moose  Range,  Alaska 

Hie  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(6-18-72). 


§  28.28  Special  regulations,  public  ac< 
cess,  use,  and  recreation;  for  indi¬ 
vidual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Alaska 

KENAI  NATIONAL  MOOSE  RANGE 

The  landing  of  aircraft  in  the  Kenai 
National  Moose  Range,  under  other 
than  emergency  conditions,  is  pro¬ 
hibited  except  as  authorize  in  the 
following  designated  areas:  North  of 
the  Sterling  Highway  aircraft  may  land 
on  public  air  strips  and  all  lakes,  ex¬ 
cept  those  lakes  with  recreational 
developments  including  campgrounds, 
campsites,  road  waysides  with  connect¬ 
ing  hiking  trails,  and  the  canoe  system 
lakes.  Furthermore,  the  Swan  Lake 
Canoe  Route  area  and  the  several  pub¬ 
lic  recreational  lakes  bounded  on  the 
west  by  the  Swanson  River  Road, 
bounded  on  the  north  by  the  Swan 
Lake  Road,  bounded  on  the  east  by 
the  north-south  section  line  immedi¬ 
ately  west  of  Arrow  Lake  (located  at  the 
eastern  terminus  of  Swan  Lake  Road) 
and  continuing  south  5.8  miles  to  its 
intersection  with  the  Moose  River  one- 
half  mile  southeast  of  the  eastern  most 
shore  of  Swan  Lake),  thence  down¬ 
stream  the  Moose  River,  and  bounded 
on  the  south  by  the  Moose  Range 
boundary,  is  not  a  designated  aircraft 
landing  area;  south  of  north  shore  of  the 
Kenai  River  and  Skilak  Lake,  aircraft 
may  land  on  lakes  and  rivers  except 
the  following  lakes  not  authorized  for 
aircraft  operation  include,  Benchland, 
Cirque,  Crater,  Horsetrail,  Marmot, 
Newman’s,  Timberline,  Trophy,  and 
Wolverine. 

a.  The  landing  of  aircraft  on  any  road, 
glacier,  or  snow  field  is  prohibited. 

b.  Hidden  Lake  is  a  designated  air¬ 
craft  landing  area,  in  season,  for  the 
purpose  of  sport  ice  fishing  only. 

c.  Bottenintnin  Lake  is  a  designated 
aircraft  landing  area. 

Regulations  and  maps  describing  des¬ 
ignated  aircraft  landing  areas  are  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Kenai  National  Moose  Range 
Headquarters,  Box  500,  Kenai,  AK  99611, 
phone  283-4877. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  public  access,  use,  and  recrea¬ 
tion  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally 
and  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  28,  and 
are  effective  through  May  31,  1973. 

David  L.  Spencer, 

Refuge  Supervisor,  Alaska  Area, 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

June  9,  1972. 

(PR  Doc.72-9066  Piled  6-16-72:8:45  amj 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Merritt  Island  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Fla. 

Hie  following  special  regulations  are 
furnished  and  are  effective  on  date  of 


publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(6-16-72). 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fiKhing 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  urea»i. 

Florida 

MERRITT  ISLAND  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Merritt  Island  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Titusville,  Fla.,  is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  open 
areas,  comprising  78,000  acres,  are  delin¬ 
eated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Widlife,  Peachtree-Seventh  Building, 
Atlanta,  Qa.  30323.  Sport  fishing  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  except  for  the  following 
special  conditions: 

(1)  Sport  fishing  is  permitted  in  the 
open  areas  year  roimd  except  during  the 
waterfowl  hunting  season  when  certain 
areas  will  be  closed  to  fishing.  These 
closed  areas  will  be  clearly  marked  by 
signs. 

(2)  Bank  fishing  along  Banana  Creek 
and  Banana  River,  except  that  portion 
around  Canaveral  Harbor,  is  prohibited. 

(3)  Fishing  may  be  prohibited  at  cer¬ 
tain  times  in  all  or  part  of  Mosquito  La¬ 
goon,  Banana  Creek,  Banana  River,  and 
along  the  ocean  beach  when  safety  and 
operational  factors  by  NASA  so  require. 
At  such  times  the  areas  will  be  posted 
as  closed. 

(4)  Fishermen  may  not  leave  fishing 
rods  and/or  poles  unattended. 

(5)  Trot  lines,  set  lines,  or  bush  hooks 
are  prohibited. 

(6)  Air- thrust  boats  are  prohibited. 
Inboard  and  outboard  boats  are  per¬ 
mitted  in  the  waters  open  to  fishing  ex¬ 
cept  in  areas  specifically  designated  by 
posting  by  the  refuge  ofBcer-in-charge 
as  closed  to  motor  boat  operation. 

(7)  Fishing  is  permitted  24  hours  a 
day  on  those  open  water  portions  of 
Mosquito  Lagoon,  Banana  Creek,  Ba¬ 
nana  River,  and  the  Indian  River  lying 
within  the  refuge.  Access  to  other  areas 
is  permitted  only  during  the  period  from 
1  hour  before  sunrise  to  1  hour  after 
simset. 

(8)  Taking  of  any  fish  with  spears  or 
bow  and  arrow  is  prohibited.  The  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  special  regulation  supple¬ 
ment  the  regulations  which  govern  fish¬ 
ing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  33  and  are 
effective  through  December  31,  1972. 

C.  Edward  Carlson, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

June  7,  1972. 

IFR  Doc.  72-9057  Filed  6-16-72:8:45  am] 
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Title  24— HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Chapter  X — Federal  Insurance  Administration 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
List  of  Eligible  Communities 

Section  1914.4  is  amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  This  entry  differs  from  prior 
entries  to  the  table  in  that  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed  commimity.  Each  date  aK>earmg 
in  the  last  column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates  whether  the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  Uie 
authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  imder  the  emergency  or  under  the  regular  fiood  insurance  program. 
The  entry  reads  as  follows: 


§  1914.4 

List  of  eligible 

communitieH. 

• 

• 

• 

4 

• 

• 

• 

state 

County 

Location  Map  No. 

state  map  repository 

Local  map  repository 

Effective  date 
of  authorization 
of  sale  of  flood 
insurance  for 
area 

California . Los  Angeles. 


Florida...'. . Brevard. 


•Do . do . 

Do . do . 

Now  Jersey . Iluntcrdon. 


Do .  Union . 

Do . Mercer _ 

rcnnsylvanla...  Chester.... 

Do . Delaware... 

1)0 . Crawford... 

South  Carolina..  Ueorgetown 


•••  •••  ••• 

Industry . I  06  037  1692  06  Dejwtment  of  Water  Resources,  Offloe  of  the  City  Clerk,  City  of  Oct.  30, 1970. 

through  Post  Ofllce  Box  388,  Sacramento,  Industry,  Post  Ofllce  Box  3366,  Emergency; 

1  06  037  1692  12  CA  95802.  Industry,  CA  91744.  June  16,  1972, 

Regular. 

California  Insurance  Department, 

107  South  Broadway,  Los  Angeles, 

CA  90012,  and  1407  Market  St.,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94103. 

Cocoa  Beach .  1  12  009  0630  04  Department  of  Community  Affairs,  Building  Inspection  Department,  Nov.  20, 1970. 

through  309  Office  Plaza,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  Department,  City  of  Cocoa  Beach,  Emergency, 

I  12  009  0630  06  32301.  Cocoa  Beach,  Fla.  32931.  June  16, 1972. 

State  of  Florida  Insurance  Depart-  Regular, 

meat.  Treasurer’s  Office,  The  Capi¬ 
tol,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32304. 

Indian  Harbour  I  12  009  1471  01  . do . City  Hall,  40  Cheyenne  Court,  Indian  Aug.  20, 1971. 

Beach.  I  12  009  1471  02  Harbour  Beach,  FL  32937.  Emergency. 

June  16, 1972. 
Regular. 

TltU-SVlUe .  1  12  009  3000  00  . do . Ofllce  of  the  City  Engineer,  City  Mar.  12,  1971. 

through  Hall,  Titusville,  Fla.  32780.  Emergency. 

I  12  009  3000  14  June  16.  1972. 

*  Regular. 

Stockton  Borough.  1 34  019  3250  01 _ Division  of  Water  Resources,  Depart-  Borough  Hall,  Main  Street,  Stockton,  Apr.  27, 1971. 

ment  of  Environmental  Protection,  N.J.  08569.  Emergeney. 

Post  Office  Box  1390,  Trenton,  nJ  June  16, 1972. 

08625.  Regular. 

New  Jersey  Department  of  Insurance, 

State  House  Annex,  Trenton,  N.J. 

08625. 

.  Fanwood  . . June  16, 1972. 

Borough.  Emergency. 

,  Lawrence  Town-  . . j>o. 

shin. 

,  East  Whiteland  .  Do. 

Township. 

Haverford  Town-  .  Do. 

ship. 

,  Meauville .  Do. 

Waccamaw  Neck  . . Do. 

Flo(^  District. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XUI  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Public  Law  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  UJB.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  F.R.  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 

Issued:  June  8,  1972. 


[FR  Doc.72-8948  Filed  6-15-72;8:45  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF  SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 
List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard  Areas 

Section  1915.S  Is  amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as  follows: 
§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  special  hazard  areas. 


State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

.  .  . 

•  •  • 

California . 

Los  Angeles . 

...  Industry . 

H  06  037  1692  05 
tlirough 

n  06  037  1692  12 

Florida . 

Brevard . 

...  Cocoa  Beach . 

H  12  009  0630  04 
through 

H  12  009  0630  06 

Dn 

...  Indian  Harbour 

H  12  009  1471  01  . 

Do 

.....do . . 

Beach. 

...  Titusville . 

H  12  009  1471  02 

H  12  009  3000  09  . 

New  Jersey... 

..  Hunterdon.... 

through 

R  12  009  3000  14 

. Stockton  Borough.  H  34  019  8280  01 . . 

Do . 

Dn 

Borough. 

Pennsylvania. 

Do . 

Township. 

..  Delaware . 

To»'n.sl)ip. 
_ Haverford 

State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date  of 
Identiaeation  of 
areas  which  have 
special  flood  hazards 


Department  of  Wafer  Resources,  Post 
Ufllce  Box  388,  Sacramento,  CA 
96802. 

California  Insurance  Department,  107 
South  Broadway,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90012,  and  1407  Mai'ket  St.,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  CA  94103. 

Department  of  Community  Affairs, 
309  Office  Plaza,  Tallahassee,  Fla. 
32301. 

State  of  Florida  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment  Treasurer’s  Office,  The  Capi¬ 
tol,  'Tallaha.ssee,  Fla.  32^. 

_ do. . 


Office  of  the  City  Clerk,  City  of  In-  Oct.  80, 1970. 
dustry.  Post  Office  Box  8366,  In¬ 
dustry,  CA  91744. 


Building  Inspection  Department,  Nov.  20, 1970. 
City  of  Cocoa  Beach,  Cocoa'  Beach, 

Fla. 


•do. 


..  City  Hall,  40  Cheyenne  Court,  Indian  Ang.  20, 1971. 
Harbour  Beach^FL  32937. 

...  Office  of  the  City  Engineer,  City  Hall  Mar.  12, 1971. 
Titusville,  Fla.  82780. 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  Depart-  Borough  Hall,  Main  St.,  Stockton,  Apr.  27,  197L 
ment  of  Environmental  Protection,  N.J.  08669. 

Post  Office  Box  1390,  Trenton,  NJ 
08626. 

New  Jersey  Depaftment  of  Insurance, 

State  House  Atutex,  Trenton,  N.J. 

08626. 

. . . June  16, 1972. 


Township. 

Do . Crawford . Meadville . 

South  Carolina..  Oeorgetown . Waccamaw  Neck 

Flood  District. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1068  (title  Xin  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1869  (33  FJl. 
178(M,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-610,  Public  Law  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969).  42  UJ3.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  Federal  Insviranoe  Administrator,  34  PJl.  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  June  8,  1972. 


IFR  Doc.72-8949  Plied  6-15-72; 8: 45  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines 
[30  CFR  Part  581 

OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY 

Notification,  Investigation,  Reports, 
and  Records  of  Accidents,  Injuries 
and  Occupational  Illnesses  in  Metal 
and  Nonmetal  Mines 

Correction 

In  P.R.  Doc.  72-6850  appearing  on  page 
9125  of  the  issue  for  Friday,  May  5, 1972, 
the  line  “the  operator  shall  record  the 
informa-“.should  be  inserted  between  the 
second  and  third  lines  of  §  58.31(e)(1). 

DEPARTMENT  OF  A6RICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  9991 
RAISIN  IMPORTS 

Proposed  Grade  and  Size  Require¬ 
ments;  Extension  of  Time  for  Re¬ 
ceipt  of  Written  Data,  Views,  or 
Arguments 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  8e  (7  UR.C.  608e-l)  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U5.C.  601-674),  a 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  June  7.  1972,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  (37  FJl.  11339)  regard¬ 
ing  a  proposal  to  amend  paragraphs  (b) 
and  (e)  of  S  999.300  (7  CFR  999.300;  37 
F.R.  5282)  governing  the  importation  of 
raisins,  to  permit  importation  of  raisins 
which  do  not  meet  the  applicable  grade 
and  size  requirements  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  §  999.300  for  use  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  alcohol,  or  syrup  for  Industrial 
use. 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  to  be  received  by  the 
hearing  clerk  not  later  than  7  days  after 
publication  of  the  aforesaid  notice. 

Request  for  extension  of  the  time  for 
the  receipt  of  comments  has  been  made 
to  afford  interested  persons  additional 
time  to  consider  the  proposal. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  time 
for  receipt  of  written  data,  views,  or  ar¬ 


guments  on  the  aforesaid  proposal  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  June  26, 1972. 

Dated;  June  13, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(PR  Doc.72-9116  Piled  6-15-72:8:50  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service 
[45  CFR  Parts  233,  2481 

FINANCIAL  AND  MEDICAL 
ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Citizenship  and  Alienage 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  regu¬ 
lations  set  forth  in  tentative  form  below 
are  proposed  by  the  Administrator,  So¬ 
cial  and  Rehabilitation  Service,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare.  The  proposed 
regulations  amend  §$233.50  and  248.50 
to  Implement  the  Supreme  Court  deci¬ 
sion  in  Graham  v.  Richardson  et  al., 
June  14,  1971,  the  syllabus  of  which 
states: 

state  statutes,  like  the  Arizona  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  statutes  here  Involved,  that  deny 
welfare  benefits  to  resident  aliens  or  to  aliens 
who  have  not  resided  in  the  United  States 
for  a  specified  number  of  years  are  vl<^ative 
of  the  Equal  Protection  Clause  and  encroach 
upon  the  exclusive  federal  power  over  the 
entrance  and  residence  of  aliens;  •  •  * 

The  amendments  specify  that,  as  a 
condition  of  approval,  a  State  plan  may 
not  exclude  an  otherwise  eligible  indi¬ 
vidual  solely  on  the  basis  that  he  is  not 
a  citizen  or  because  of  his  alien  status. 

Prior  to  the  adopticai  of  the  proposed 
regulations,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  any  comments,  suggestions,  or  objec¬ 
tions  thereto  which  are  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Administrator,  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service.  Departmoit  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  330  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW..  Washlngtcm, 
DC  20201,  within  a  period  of  30  days  from 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
room  5121  of  the  Department’s  offices  at 
301  C  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC.  on 
Monday  through  Friday  of  each  week 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  (area  code  202 — 
963-7361). 


The  provisions  of  these  sections  are  to 
be  issued  under  section  1102, 49  Stat.  647, 
42  U.S.C.  1302. 

Dated:  AprU  21. 1972. 

John  D.  Twiname, 
Administrator,  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  Jime  1,  1972. 

Elliot  L.  Richardson, 

Secretary. 

1.  Section  233.50  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  233.50  CilizciiKliip  and  alienage. 

Condition  for  plan  approval:  A  State 
plan  under  tiUe  I,  IV-A,  X,  XIV,  or 
XVI  of  the  Social  Security  Act  may  not 
exclude  an  otherwise  eligible  individual 
on  the  basis  that  he  is  not  a  citizen,  or 
because  of  his  alien  status. 

2.  Section  248.50  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  248.50  Cilizen^«llip  and  alienage. 

Condition  for  plan  approval;  A  State 
plan  imder  title  XIX  of  the  Social  Secur¬ 
ity  Act  may  not  exclude  an  otherwise 
eligible  individual  on  the  basis  that  he 
is  not  a  citizen,  or  because  of  his  alien 
status. 

[PR  Doc.72-9077  Piled  6-15-72:8:48  amj 

DEPARTMENT  DF 
TRANSPDRTATIDN 

Coast  Guard 
[33  CFR  Part  1101 

[COD  72-103PI 

CASCO  BAY,  MAINE 
Special  Anchorage  Areas 

The  Coast  Guard  is  considering 
eunending  the  anchorage  regulations  to 
enlarge  the  special  anchorage  area  lo¬ 
cated  in  Mussel  Cove  and  adjacent  wa¬ 
ters,  at  Falmouth  Foreside,  Falmouth, 
Maine,  as  described  in  33  CFR  110.5(d). 
The  existing  special  anchorage  area  is 
presently  crowded,  thus  requiring  the  use 
of  short  scope  and  heavy  ground  tackle. 
Enlargement  of  the  special  anchorage 
area  would  eliminate  this  problem  emd 
grive  maneuvering  room  for  the  users. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Commander,  First  Coast  Guard  District, 
J.  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Govern¬ 
ment  Center,  Boston,  Mass.  02203.  Each 
person  submitting  comments  should  in¬ 
clude  his  name  and  address,  identify 
this  notice  (CGD  72-103P),  and  give 
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reasons  for  any  recommended  change 
in  the  proposal.  Copies  of  all  written 
commimications  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  at  the  office  of  the  Commander, 
First  Coast  Guard  District. 

The  Conunander,  First  Coast  Guard 
District  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  July  19,  1972,  and  his 
recommendations  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters  who  will  eval¬ 
uate  all  communications  received  and 
take  final  action  on  this  proposal.  The 
proposed  regulations  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  §  110.5(d)  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows : 

§110.5  Casco  Bay,  MaiiK-. 

•  •  «  *  • 

(d)  Mussel  Cove  and  adjacent  waters 
at  Falmouth  Foreside.  Falmouth.  All  of 
the  waters  enclosed  by  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Dock  House  (F.S.)  located  at  lati¬ 
tude  43*44'22"  N.,  longitude  70*11'41'' 
W.;  thence  123*,  200  yards;  thence  204*, 
1,760  yards;  thence  220*,  1,950  yards  to 
Prince  Point. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(Sec.  1,  30  Stat.  98,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)(1) 
(B).  80  Stat.  937:  33  U.S.C.  180,  49  U.S.C. 
1656(g)(1)(B),  49  CFR  1.46  (c)(2),  33  CFR 
1.05-1(0(1)) 


posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  GA. 

The  London  control  zone  described  in 
§  71.171  (37  F.R.  2056)  would  be  amended 
as  follows:  •  longitude  84*C4'38'' 

W.)  *  *  •”  would  be  deleted  and  “•  *  • 
longitude  84*04'38"  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  London  VOR  030“  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mile-radius  zone 
to  10  miles  northeast  of  the  VOR  *  • 
would  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  aircraft  executing  a  proposed 
VOR/DME  Runway  23  Instrument  Ap¬ 
proach  Procedure  to  Corbin-London  War 
Memorial  Airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  imder  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  June  8, 
1972. 


Duane  W.  Freer, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 


|FR  Doc.72-9069  Filed  6-16-72:8:46  am| 


Within  a  6-mile  radius  of  Keesler  AFB 
(lat.  30*24'39''  N.,  long.  88*66'26''  W.): 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  036*  bearing 
from  Keesler  RBN,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile-radlus  zone  to  8.5  miles  northeast  of 
the  RBN:  within  1.5  miles  each  side  of  Kees¬ 
ler  TACAN  060*  and  200*  ladials,  extending 
from  the  5-mile-radius  zone  to  7  miles  north¬ 
east  and  southwest  of  the  TACAN;  excluding 
the  portion  west  of  long.  89®00'00''  W.  This 
control  zone  is  effective  from  0600  to  2200 
hours,  local  time,  dally. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
IFR  aircraft  executing  the  NDB  Runway 
21,  TACAN  Runway  3  and  TACAN  Run¬ 
way  21  Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
to  Keesler  AFB. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a))  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  June  8, 
1972. 


Duane  W.  Freer, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 


|FR  Doc.72-9070  Filed  5-16-72:8:46  am) 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-EA-61] 

TRANSITION  AREA 


I 

A 

a 


i 


Dated;  Jime  9, 1972. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Chief,  Office  of  Ma¬ 
rine  Environment  and  Sys¬ 
tems. 

[FR  Doc.72-ei06  Filed  6-16-72:8:49  am) 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

I  Airqiaoe  Docket  No.  72-80-68) 

CONTROL  ZONE 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administraticm 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  London,  Ky.,  control 
zone. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re- 
giOTi,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  GA  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-80-59) 

CONTROL  ZONE 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Biloxi,  Miss.,  control  zone. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division.  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  GA  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time, 
but  arrangements  for  informal  confer¬ 
ences  with  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  officials  may  be  made  by  contacting 
the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch.  Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  GA. 

The  Biloxi  control  zone  described  in 
S  71.171  (37  F.R.  2056)  would  be  redesig¬ 
nated  as: 


Proposed  Designation 


The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  S  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so 
as  to  designate  a  transition  area  over 
Homell-Maple  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Homell,  N.Y. 

TTie  development  of  a  new  IFR  proce¬ 
dure  for  the  airport  requires  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  controlled  airspace  to  protect 
aircraft  executing  IFR  approaches  and 
departures  for  the  airport. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Commimications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director.  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  Attention;  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Federal 
Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  NY  11430.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  30  days  af¬ 
ter  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  may  be  made  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  Ihe  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
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John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  NY. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Homell,  N.Y.,  proposes  the  airspace 
action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  Homell,  N.Y.,  700-foot  floor 
transition  area  as  follows: 

Hornixi.,  N.Y. 

Tliat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-mlle 
radius  of  the  center  42*22'30''  N.,  77'40'46'' 
W.  of  Homell-Maple  City  Municipal  Airport, 
extending  clockwise  from  a  319*  bearing  to  a 
352*  bearing  from  the  airport;  within  a  10.5- 
mlle  radius  of  the  center  of  the  alrpm^,  ex¬ 
tending  clockwise  from  a  352*  bearing  to  a 
028°  bearing  from  the  airport;  within  an 
11.5-mlle  radius  of  the  center  of  the  airport, 
extending  clockwise  from  a  028*  bearing  to  a 
074*  bearing  from  the  airport;  within  a  9.5- 
mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the  airport,  ex¬ 
tending  clockwise  from  a  074*  bearing  to  a 
096*  bearing  from  the  airport;  within  a  10.5- 
mlle  radius  of  the  center  of  the  airport,  ex¬ 
tending  clockwise  from  a  096*  bearing  to  a 
131°  bearing  from  the  airport;  within  an  11.5- 
mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the  airport, 
extending  clockwise  from  a  131*  bear¬ 
ing  to  a  157*  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  a  12-mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  252* 
bearing  to  a  290*  bearing  from  the  airport 
and  within  a  10.5-mlle  radius  of  the  center  of 
the  airport,  extending  c'ockwlse  from  a  290* 
bearing  to  a  319*  bearing  from  the  airport. 
This  transition  area  Is  effective  from  sunrise 
to  sunset,  daily. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
secti(Mi  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 
and  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  2, 
1972. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

IFR  Doc.72-9071  Piled  6-15-72;8:46  am) 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  1 

(Docket  No.  70-7;  Notice  3] 

FIELDS  OF  DIRECT  VIEW 

Proposed  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ards;  Extension  of  Time  To  Com¬ 
ment 

Automobile  Manufacturers  Associa- 
ticMi,  General  Motors,  and  Ford  have  re¬ 
quested  an  extension  of  time  to  comment 
on  the  proposed  standard  on  Fields  of 
Direct  View  (37  P.R.  7210,  April  12, 1972) . 
Each  petitioner  cited  the  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  to  evaluate  the  complex  pro¬ 
posal  and  conduct  tests  in  order  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  meaningful  response. 

The  requests  have  been  found  to  have 
merit,  and  the  comment  period  on  the 
proposal  is  hereby  extended  90  days  to 
October  5,  1972. 

Issued  imder  the  authority  of  secticms 
103,  112,  and  119  of  the  National  TrafBc 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C. 


1392,  1401,  1407)  and  the  delegations  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR 
501.8. 

Issued  on  June  12,  1972. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
(PR  Doc.72  9097  Piled  6-16-72;8:49  am] 


[49  CFR  Part  5741 

[Docket  No.  70-12;  Notice  141 

TIRE  IDENTIFICATION  AND 
RECORDKEEPING 

Proposed  Change  in  Method  of 
Assigning  Tire  Size  Code 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  an  amendment  to  Part  574,  Tire 
Identification  and  Recordkeeping,  that 
would  allow  each  tire  manufacturer  or 
retreader  to  devise  and  use  his  own  tire 
size  code,  appearing  as  the  second  group 
of  symbols  within  the  tire  identification 
number. 

Under  the  present  system,  whereby 
the  NHTSA  has  assigned  a  unique  two- 
digit  code  to  each  tire  size  that  is  sold 
in  this  coimtry,  a  maximum  of  784  tire 
size  codes  can  be  assigned.  Due  to  the 
many  new  tire  sizes  being  introduced, 
available  new  codes  have  been  exhausted, 
and  it  is  necessary  to  change  the  system 
to  allow  more  flexibility.  It  is  therefore 
proposed  that  the  NHTSA-assigned 
codes  be  deleted  from  the  regulations, 
and  that  each  manufacturer  assign  his 
own  two-digit  codes  to  his  own  tire  sizes. 
Each  new  tire  manufacturer  would 
maintain  a  record  of  his  coding  system, 
to  be  provided  to  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  upon 
written  request.  In  addition.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  symbols  allowed  to  be 
used  in  the  tire  identiflcation  number 
be  expanded  to  include  the  numeral  “0” 
and  the  letter  “R”. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Table  I  of  Part  574  be 
deleted  and  S  574.5  be  amended  as 
follows : 

§  574.5  Tir«‘  idnilifiralion  require- 

mt'nlii. 

Each  tire  manufacturer  shall  con¬ 
spicuously  label  on  one  sidewall  of  each 
tire  he  manufactures,  except  tires  man¬ 
ufactured  exclusively  for  mileage  con¬ 
tract  purchasers,  by  permanently 
molding  into  or  onto  the  sidewall,  in  the 
manner  and  location  specified  in  Figure 
1,  a  tire  identification  number  containing 
the  information  set  forth  in  paragraphs 
(a)  through  (d)  of  this  section.  Each  tire 
retreader,  except  tire  retreaders  who  re¬ 
tread  tires  for  their  own  use,  shall  con¬ 
spicuously  label  one  sidewall  of  each 
tire  he  retreads  by  permanently  molding 
or  branding  into  or  onto  the  sidewall, 
in  the  manner  and  location  specified  in 
Figure  2,  a  tire  identification  niunber 
containing  the  information  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  (a)  through  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  In  addition,  the  DoT  symbol  re¬ 
quired  by  Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards  shall  be  located  as  shown  in 


Figures  1  and  2.  The  DoT  symbol  shall 
not  appear  on  tires  to  which  no  Federal 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  is  appli¬ 
cable.  The  symbols  to  be  used  in  the 
tire  identification  niimber  for  tire  man¬ 
ufacturers  and  retreaders  are  “A,  B,  C, 
D,  E.  F,  H,  J,  K,  L.  M,  N,  P,  R,  U,  V,  W, 
X.  Y,  1,  2,  3.  4.  5.  6,  7,  8,  9,  0.”  Tires 
manufactured  or  retreaded  exclusively 
for  mileage  contract  purchasers  are  not 
required  to  contain  the  tire  identifica¬ 
tion  number  if  the  tire  contains  the 
phrase  “for  mileage  contract  use  only” 
permanently  molded  into  or  onto  the 
tire  sidewall  in  lettering  at  least  one- 
quarter  inch  high. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Second  grouping.  For  new  tires, 
the  second  group,  of  no  more  than  two 
symbols,  shall  be  used  to  Identify  the  tire 
size.  For  retreaded  tires,  the  second 
group,  of  no  more  than  two  symbols, 
shall  identify  the  retread  matrix  in 
which  the  tire  was  processed,  or  a  tire 
size  code  if  a  matrix  was  not  used  to 
process  the  retreaded  tire.  Each  new  tire 
manufacturer  and  retreader  shall  main¬ 
tain  a  record  of  each  symbol  used,  with 
the  corresponding  matrix  or  tire  size, 
which  shall  be  provided  to  the  NHTSA 
upon  written  request. 

9  •  «  •  * 

Proposed  effective  date:  30  days  after 
issuance  of  the  final  rule. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
concerning  the  proposed  amendment. 
Comments  should  refer  to  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  to:  Docket 
Section,  National  Highway  TrafiBc 
Safety  Administration.  Room  5221,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  required 
that  10  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  July  11,  1972,  will  be 
considered,  and  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  docket  at  the  above 
address  both  before  and  after  the  closing 
date.  To  the  extent  possible,  comments 
filed  after  the  above  date  will  also  be 
considered  by  the  Administration.  How¬ 
ever,  the  rule  making  action  may  pro¬ 
ceed  at  any  time  after  the  date,  and  com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date 
and  too  late  for  consideration  in  regard 
to  the  action  will  be  treated  as  sugges¬ 
tions  for  future  rule  making.  The  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  continue  to  file  rele¬ 
vant  material,  as  it  becomes  available, 
in  the  docket  after  the  closing  date,  and 
it  is  recommended  that  interested  per¬ 
sons  continue  to  examine  the  docket  for 
new  material. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  is 
issued  imder  the  authority  of  sections 
103, 112, 113, 119,  and  201  of  the  National 
TrafiBc  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act,  15 
U.S.C.  1392,  1401,  1402,  1407,  and  1421, 
and  the  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  501.8. 

Issued  on  June  12, 1972. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

(FB  Doc.72-9096  Plied  6-15-72;8:48  amj 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Parts  2,  18,  21,  73,  74,  89, 
91,  931 

(Docket  No.  18262] 

LAND  MOBILE  SERVICE 

Order  Extending  Time  To  File  Reply 
Comments 

In  the  matter  of  an  inquiry  relative 
to  the  future  use  of  the  frequency  band 
806-960  MHz;  and  amendment  of  Parts 
2, 18,  21,  73,  74,  89,  91,  and  93  of  the  rules 
r^ative  to  operations  in  the  Land  Mobile 
Service  between  806  and  960  MHz, 
Docket  No.  18262. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  motion  for  extension  of 
time  in  the  above-named  proceeding 
filed  on  behalf  of  Motorola,  Inc.,  request¬ 
ing  that  the  date  for  filing  reply  com¬ 
ments,  as  requested  in  PCC  order  for 
further  procedure  (36  PH.  20769),  be 
extended  from  Jime  20,  1972,  to  July  20, 
1972. 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


2.  In  support  of  its  request  Motorola 
points  out  the  complexity  and  diversity 
of  technical  subjects  raised  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  It  says  the  material  submitted 
regarding  costs  and  spectrum  efficiencies 
of  new  land  mobile  communications  sys¬ 
tems  requires  substantial  analysis  and 
evaluation.  The  company  requests  an 
additional  30  days  to  complete  its  evalua¬ 
tion  of  these  matters,  p^icularly  with 
regard  to  information  being  provided 
by  independent  consultants.  Motorola 
claims  that  the  additional  time  will  not 
seriously  delay  the  proceeding  and  will 
permit  a  more  complete  analysis  of  the 
important  issues  pending  before  the 
Commission. 

3.  It  appears  that  good  cause  has  been 
shown  and  that  the  public  interest  would 
be  served  by  granting  an  additional  30 
days  extension  of  time  to  all  parties  wish¬ 
ing  to  file  reply  comments.  However,  we 
caution  that  no  further  extension  of  this 
date  should  be  expected.  Although  we 
fully  appreciate  the  importance  and 
complexity  of  this  imdertaking,  it  is 
equally  important  that  regulatory  mat¬ 


ters  be  resolved  in  a  timely  fashion  so 
that  development  and  testing  of  new 
systems  and  techniques  can  proceed 
without  imdue  delay.  More  than  2  years 
has  passed  since  adoption  of  the  basic 
900  MHz  spectrum  allocations  (first  re¬ 
port  and  order  and  second  notice  of  in¬ 
quiry  35  F.R.  8644),  and  interested  par¬ 
ties  have  had  6  months  to  prepare  their 
responses  to  initial  proposals  filed  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1971.  An  additional  month 
should  be  ample  time  for  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  these  responses  and  their  filing 
with  the  Commission. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant 
to  9  0.251(b)  of  the  Commission’s  state¬ 
ment  of  delegations  of  authority.  That 
the  time  for  filing  reply  comments  in  this 
proceeding  is  extended  to  July  20,  1972. 

Adopted:  June  9, 1972. 

Released:  June  12, 1972. 

Federal  Cobimvnications 
Commission, 

[seal]  John  W.  Pettit, 

General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.72-9103  Piled  6-15-72;8:49  am] 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

[Cost  of  Living  Council  Ruling  1972-60;  Pay 

Board  Ruling  1972-41;  Price  Commission 

Ruling  1972-185] 

EFFECTIVE  DATE  OF  REGULATIONS 

Cost  of  Living  Council,  Pay  Board,  and 
Prite  Commission  Ruling 

Facts.  A  corporation,  B,  has  been  un¬ 
certain  as  to  the  application  of  a  specific 
section  of  the  Economic  Stabilization 
Regulations  to  a  firm  in  its  situation.  On 
May  8.  1972,  a  ruling  is  published  which 
demcxistrates  that  because  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  section,  certain  practices  of  B  are 
not  permissible. 

Isstie.  Does  this  mean  that  the  prac¬ 
tices  were  not  permissible  from  the  time 
of  the  effective  date  of  the  regulation, 
or  only  that  they  will  not  be  permitted 
after  publication  of  the  ruling? 

Ruling.  The  practices  were  not  permis¬ 
sible  from  the  time  of  the  effective  date 
of  the  regulation.  A  published  ruling  rep¬ 
resents  the  application  of  the  existing 
law  as  express^  in  the  regulations  to 
the  particular  facts  involved.  In  appro¬ 
priate  circumstances,  however,  a  niling 
may  indicate  specifically  that  it  is  to  be 
applied  without  retroactive  effect.  Unless 
otherwise  indicated,  a  published  ruling 
is  to  be  applied  with  retroactive  effect. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by  the 
General  Counsels  of  the  Cost  of  Living 
Council,  Pay  Board,  and  Price 
Comml^lon. 

Dat^:  June  13,  1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr.. 

Chief  Counsel. 

Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  Jime  13,  1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr., 

General  Counsel. 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  I>oc.72-90e3  Filed  6-15-72;8:45  am] 

[Price  Oommiaslon  Ruling  1972-186] 

CUSTOM  CONTRACT 
PRENOTIFICATION 

Price  Commission  Ruling 

Facts.  A  manufacturer  which  is  a  pre¬ 
notification  firm  is  producing  a  custom 
product.  It  has  determined  a  base  price 
for  this  product  in  accordance  with  Eco¬ 
nomic  Stabilization  Regulations  {  300.- 
410,  37  F.R.  5223  (1972),  at  $1,100,000 
payable  on  the  delivery  date,  June  1. 
1973. 

A  service  organization,  also  a  prenoti¬ 
fication  firm,  is  under  contract  to  pro¬ 


vide  custom  services  to  a  customer.  The 
base  price  of  these  services  is  determined 
to  be  $1,200,000  computed  in  accordance 
with  $  300.410  of  the  regulations.  This 
fee  is  payable  upon  termination  of  the 
service  contract  in  December  1972. 

Issue.  When  must  the  manufacturer 
or  service  organization  prenoti^  the 
Price  Commission  of  the  base  price  de¬ 
termined  for  the  custom  product  or 
custom  service? 

Ruling.  Both  firms  must  prenotify 
now.  A  prenotification  firm  may  not 
determine  a  base  price  with  respect  to  a 
contract  or  a  group  of  related  contracts 
for  custom  producte  or  services  involving 
an  amount  in  excess  of  $1  million  until 
the  Price  Commission  has  approved  the 
determination  of  that  base  price, 
§  300.51(a),  37  PJl.  5223  (1972).  There¬ 
fore.  the  prices  set  must  be  considered 
subject  to  reWew  and  possible  change  by 
the  Price  Commission. 

This  prenotification  requirement  refers 
specifically  to  the  determination  of  a 
base  price  and  not  to  any  increased  price 
prenotification  requirements  as  provided 
in  any  other  ruling  or  regulation.  If  the 
Commission  does  not  act  upon  a  request 
for  approval  of  a  base  price  determina¬ 
tion  within  30  days  after  receiving  it. 
the  base  price  prenotified  becomes  the 
base  price.  Both  the  manufacturer  and 
the  service  organization  in  this  case  are 
subject  to  the  rule  stated  above. 

If  any  firm  does  not  fix  a  contract  price 
until  completion  of  the  contract,  then 
the  base  price  of  the  custom  product  or 
service  is  not  determined  until  that  time. 
However,  the  charging  of  partial  pay¬ 
ments  or  interim  billing  under  such  con¬ 
tracts,  if  such  pasrments  are  allocable  to 
specific  portions  of  the  custom  product 
or  services  being  provided  and  for  which 
they  are  payment  in  full  or  substantially 
so,  is  considered  the  determination  of  a 
base  price  for  such  ix)rtion  of  the  product 
or  service. 

The  Price  Commission  must  be  pre¬ 
notified  of  such  charges.  The  prenotifi¬ 
cation  is  required  regardless  of  the 
amount  of  such  partial  payment  if  the 
overall  contract  or  group  of  related  con¬ 
tracts  can  reasonably  be  anticipated  to 
have  an  ultimate  total  price  in  excess  of 
$1  million. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Price 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  13,  1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Chief  Counsel. 

Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  June  13, 1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr.. 

General  Counsel, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.72-9084  Filed  6-15-72:8:46  am] 


(Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-187] 

RESTAURANT  PRICING— ALLOWABLE 
COST  INCREASES 

Price  Commission  Ruling 

Facts.  X  restaurant  has  experienced 
a  cost  increase  in  the  potatoes  it  pur¬ 
chases.  X  also  has  incurred  increased 
wage  costs.  X  wants  to  raise  the  price  of 
a  cup  of  coffee  to  refiect  all  of*the  above 
increased  costs  even  though  the  price  of 
coffee  has  remained  constant.  This  is  a 
historical  pricing  practice  of  X.  X  tries 
to  increase  prices  on  items  that  have 
great  demand  where  costs  on  slower 
moving  items  have  increased. 

Issue.  Can  X  increase  the  price  of  cof¬ 
fee  to  refiect  cost  increases  in  wages  and 
potatoes? 

Ruling.  X  cannot  increase  the  price  of 
coffee  to  refiect  cost  increases  in  the  price 
of  potatoes.  A  restaurant  is  craisidered 
to  be  a  service  organization.  Price  Com¬ 
mission  ruling  1972-7,  37  F.R.  762  (1972) . 
"A  service  organization  may  charge  a 
price  in  excess  of  the  base  price  only  to 
refiect  increases  in  allowable  costs  that 
it  incurred  since  the  last  price  increase 
in  the  item  concerned,  or  that  it  in¬ 
curred  after  January  1,  1971,  whichever 
was  later  *  •  *”.  Eoraiomlc  Stabilization 
Regulation,  6  CFR  300.14  (1972). 

“Item  CMicemed”  means  each  individ¬ 
ual  item  the  service  organization  pro¬ 
vides.  If  the  price  of  potatoes  rises,  such 
increases  must  be  refiected,  in  dinners 
where  potatoes  are  served  or  in  side  or¬ 
der  of  french  fries. 

In  respect  to  general  wage  increases, 
X  must  raise  the  price  of  all  products 
to  refiect  his  increased  wage  costs.  He 
cannot  increase  the  price  of  only  cof¬ 
fee,  since  all  increased  wage  costs  are  not 
allocable  to  coffee. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Price  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Chief  Counsel. 

Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  June  13,  1972. 

Samuel  R.  Pierce,  Jr.. 

General  Counsel, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.72-9085  Filed  6-15-72;8:45  am] 

(Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-188] 

BASE  RENT  DETERMINATION 

Price  Commission  Ruling 

Facts.  Lessor  L  and  his  present  tenant 
executed  a  new  12-month  lease  on  July  1, 
1971,  providing  for  a  monthly  rent  of 
$250  per  month  with  possession  to  begin 
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under  the  new  lease  on  September  1, 
1971.  Phase  I  restricted  payments  to  $200 
per  month  which  was  the  monthly  rent 
imder  the  previous  lease.  After  Novem¬ 
ber  13,  1971,  and  for  the  remainder  of 
the  lease  term  L  may  charge  $250  which 
is  the  amount  permitted  under  “10  per¬ 
cent  rule”.  See  Price  Commission  Ruling 
1972-79,  37  PR.  4369  (1972). 

Issue.  What  is  the  base  rent  of  this 
residence  when  a  new  lease  is  executed 
for  possession  on  Sept^ber  1,  1972? 

Ruling.  The  base  rent  is  the  $250 
monthly  rent  specified  in  the  lease  exe¬ 
cuted  on  July  1,  1971. 

Economic  Stabilization  Regulations,  6 
CFR  301.202  (1972)  provides  that  when 
a  residence  becomes  occupied  between 
May  16,  1971  and  August  14,  1971,  the 
base  rent  for  that  residence  is  “the  most 
recent  monthly  rent  charged  during  that 
period.” 

6  CFR  301.3  (1972)  defines  the  time 
at  which  a  rent  is  considered  to  be 
charged  as  “either  when  a  transaction 
occurs  or  when  rent  Is  paid.”  For  pxu- 
poses  of  the  computation  of  the  base 
rent  under  these  facts,  the  rent  is  to  be 
considered  “charged”  on  the  date  on 
which  the  transaction  occurs.  This  is 
because  S  301.202  specifies  that  the  base 
rent  computation  is  dependent  upon 
when  the  residence  becomes  occupied. 
The  time  of  a  residence  becoming  occu¬ 
pied  is  determined  to  be  “the  time  when 
a  transaction  involving  that  residence 
•  •  •  occurs  •  •  •”  6  C!PR  301.8  (1972). 

The  $250  per  month  rent  specified  in 
the  lease  executed  (m  July  1, 1971,  is  the 
price  of  a  year’s  tenancy  which  was 
agreed  upon  by  the  parties  to  the  lease. 
TTie  effect  is  that  L  “charged”  this  price 
to  his  tenant  and  his  tenant  accepted 
this  price.  The  $250  is,  then,  “the  most 
recent  monthly  rent  charged”  during  the 
May  16,  1971  to  August  14,  1971,  period. 

This  ruling  has  been  approved  by 
the  General  Counsd  of  the  Price 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

Lee  H.  Henkel,  Jr., 

Chief  Counsel, 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Approved:  Jime  13, 1972. 

Saicitel  R.  Pierce,  Jr.. 

General  Counsel, 

Department  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR Doc.7a-90e6  FUed  6-15-72;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indion  Affairs 
RAMAH  NAVAJO  AGENCY 
Establishment  of  Agency 

June  9, 1972. 

This  notice  is  published  in  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  authority  delegated  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2 
(32  FR.  13938). 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ramah 
Navajo  Agency  will  be  established  effec¬ 
tive  May  19,  1972.  The  headquarters  of¬ 
fice  for  the  Ramah  Navajo  Agency  will 
be  located  at  Ramah,  N.  Mex.  87321.  The 
Agency  will  be  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Albuquerque  Area  Office. 

Louis  R.  Bruce, 

Commissioner. 

(FR  Doc.73-e068  FUed  6-16-73:8:46  am] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
«.  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Amendment  and  Partial 

Termination  of  Proposed  With¬ 
drawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 
June  8, 1972. 

Notice  of  Forest  Service  application 
serial  number  Sacramento  047049,  for 
the  withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands 
was  published  as  FR.  Doc.  57-7081  on 
pages  6995  and  6996  of  the  issue  for  Au¬ 
gust  30, 1957. 

The  Forest  Service  has  canceled  its 
application,  as  it  affects  the  following 
described  land: 

Mount  Diablo  Mxridian 

STANISLAUS  NATIONAL  TORBST 

Roadside  Tkme 
T.  3  N.,  R.  16  B., 

Sec.  36,  BE]4SWVk,  NE^8E]4,  8^SE]4. 

The  Forest  Service  has  also  requested 
that  certain  portions  be  excluded  from 
their  roadside  zone  as  published  in  the 
original  withdrawal  application: 

A  strip  of  land  200  feet  on  each  side  of 
the  center  line  of  the  Sonora  Pass  High¬ 
way  Project  38-H,  State  of  California 
Route  108  through  the  following  sub¬ 
division: 

MOUNT  DIABLO  MUUOIAN 

T.  8  N.,  R.  17  B.. 

Bee.  3,  lots  1,  3,  3.  and  S^NW^;  excepting 
therefrom,  however,  those  portions  of 
lots  S  and  3  as  conveyed  to  the  State 
of  California  by  deed  recorded  in  the 
Tuolumne  Coimty  Recorder’s  Office  In 
Book  6  of  Official  Records  at  page  83, 
described  as  follows: 

Commencing  at  the  southeast  corner  of 
the  northwest  quarter  of  northeast 
quarter  of  said  sec.  3;  running  thence 
along  the  east  line  of  said  quarter 
quarter  section  1068.4  feet  to  a  point  300 
feet  northwesterly  at  right  angles  from 
center  Une  of  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  survey  2-Callf-38-C  (State  High¬ 
way  Route  X-Tuo-13-E  between  1  mile 
north  of  Stoddard  Springs  and  McCoy 
Saddle);  thence  parallel  to  said  survey 
center  line  south  66*43'  west  446.6  feet; 
thence  south  70*36'  west  3,468.3  feet  to 
the  southwest  comer  of  the  northeast 
quarter  of  the  northwest  quarter  of  said 
see.  2;  thence  along  quarter  quarter  sec¬ 
tion  line  eakt  3,689.4  feet  to  the  point 
of  commencement. 


T,  4  N.,  R.  17  B., 

Sec.  36,  SE>48E%; 

Sec.  36,  SEV^NW^,  NE%8W^,  and  8WV4 
SW)4;  excepting  therefrom,  that  portion 
of  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  south¬ 
east  quarter  of  said  sec.  36  and  those 
portions  of  the  southeast  quarter  of  the 
northwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter  of 
southwest  quarter  and  southwest  quar¬ 
ter  of  southwest  quarter  of  said  sec.  36 
as  conveyed  to  the  State  of  California 
by  deed  recorded  In  the  Tuolumne  Coun¬ 
ty  Recorder’s  Office  in  Book  6  of  Official 
Records  at  page  83,  described  as  follows, 
to- wit: 

Parcel  1:  Commencing  at  southwest  cor¬ 
ner  of  said  sec.  36;  running  thence  along 
the  south  line  of  said  sec.  36  east  1,333.3 
feet  to  the  southeast  comer  of  the 
southwest  quarter  of  the  southwest 
quarter  of  said  sec.  36;  thence  along 
quarter  quarter  section  line  north 
1,197.4  feet  to  a  point  60  feet  north¬ 
westerly  at  right  angles  from  the  center 
line  of  the  U.8.  Bureau  of  Public  Roads 
Survey  3-Calif-38-C  (State  Highway 
Route  X-’Tuo-lS-B  between  1  mile 
north  of  Stoddard  Springs  and  McCk>y 
Saddle);  thence  parallel  to  said  ^survey 
center  line  and  along  the  northwesterly 
line  of  the  existing  State  Highway  right 
of  way  described  in  deed  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1933,  and  recorded  in  Volume  103 
of  Deeds  at  page  437,  ,TOulumne  County 
Records,  south  70*34'  west  187.37  feet; 
thence  continuing  along  said  northwest¬ 
erly  line  by  a  curve  to  the  left,  radius 
3,060  feet  through  an  angle  of  19*66' 
a  distance  of  713.30  feet;  thence  con¬ 
tinuing  along  said  northwesterly  line 
south  60*38'  west  696.0  feet  to  a  point 
In  the  east  line  of  sec.  86,  T.  4  N., 
R.  17  E.,  M.DJd.;  th«nce  south  69*43' 
west  989.1  feet  to  a  i>olnt  In  the  south 
line  of  said  sec.  86  that  is  300  feet  north¬ 
westerly  at  right  angles  from  said  survey 
center  line;  thence  along  section  line 
south  89*49'  east  937.8  feet  to  the  point 
of  commencement. 

Parcel  3:  Commencing  at  the  southeast 
comer  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  the 
southwest  quarter  of  said  sec.  36;  nm- 
nlng  thence  along  quarter  section  line 
north  3,708.8  feet  to  the  northeast  comer 
of  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  north¬ 
west  quarter  of  said  section  36;  thence 
south  26*36'60''  west  2,903.1  feet  to  a 
point  in  the  west  line  of  the  northeast 
quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  said 
sec.  36  that  is  900  feet  northwesterly 
radially  opposite  the  center  line  of  the 
UB.  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  Survey 
2-Callf-88-C  (State  Highway  Route 
X-’ruo-13-E  between  1  mile  north  of 
Stoddard  Springs  and  McCoy  Saddle); 
thence  along  quarter  quarter  section 
line  south  113.8  feet  to  the  southwest 
comer  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  the 
southwest  quarter  of  said  sec.  36;  thence 
along  quarter  quarter  section  line  east 
1,399.3  feet  to  the  point  of  commence¬ 
ment. 

The  area  described  aggregates  approx¬ 
imately  233.14  acres  in  Tuolumne 
County.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  43  CFR  2350,  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  lands  at  10  a.m.  on  July  18,  1972, 
will  be  relieved  of  the  segregative  effect 
of  the  above-mentioned  application. 

Walter  F.  Holmes, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations, 
(FRDoc.73-8004  Filed  6-16-72:8:46  am]  ^ 
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[Wyoming  36408] 

WYOMING 

Notice  of  Proposed  Clossiflcatior 
'  June  9,  1972. 

Piirsuant  to  43  CFR  2462.1,  notice  is 
hereby  glvm  of  a  proposal  to  classily 
the  lands  described  below  for  disposal 
through  private  exchange  under  section 
8  of  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  of  June  28, 
1934  (48  Stat.  1272),  as  amended  (43 
U.S.C.  315g) . 

These  lands  consist  of  thirteen  tracts 
of  public  land.  Their  primary  current  use 
is  for  grazing.  The  ownership  pattern 
makes  them  difScult  to  manage,  and 
their  exchange  for  other  lands  having 
equal  or  greater  dollar  value  and  impor¬ 
tant  public  values,  would  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

Publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  this  notice  of  proposed  classification 
segregates  the  affected  lands  from  all 
forms  of  disposal  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  except 
exchange  imder  section  8  of  the  Taylor 
Grazing  Act.  It  does  not,  however,  affect 
the  i^plicability  of  the  public  land  laws 
governing  the  use  of  the  lands  imder 
lease,  license,  or  permit,  or  governing  the 
disposal  of  their  mineral  or  vegetative 
resources,  other  than  under  the  mining 
laws. 

For  a  period  of  60  days  from  the  date 
of  this  publication,  interested  parties 
may  submit  comments  to  the  district 
manager  of  the  Rawlins  District  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Suite  22, 
Osborne  Building,  Rawlins,  Wyo.  82301. 

The  lands  affected  by  this  proposal  are 
described  as  follows: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

SWEETWATER  COrNTT 

T.  19N..  R.  95W., 

Sec.  6,  aU  of  lots  1, 3, 3. 4. 6,  and  6,  NV^  of  lot 
7.  SV^NE^,  8E)4NW^,  NE^SW14, 

8E^,  NV^NE^SE)4,  NV48V^NE^SEV4, 
8HSWV4NEV4SE^.  NHNWV4SW%SEiA, 
N«/4N%SE%SWV4.  S'/iNWViSE^SW^. 
T.  20N.,  R.  96W., 

Sec.  6,  all  of  lots  1,  3.  3.  4,  5,  and  6, 
SW^,  SE%; 

Sec.  8,  aU; 

Sec.  18,  all  of  lots  1,  3.  3,  and  4,  Ei/,W4, 

Sec.  30,  all; 

Sec.  30,  all  of  lots  1,  3,  3,  and  4,  E'/^W’^, 
T  19N  R  96W 

Sec.  8,  aU  of  lots  1,  3,  3,  and  4,  S^Ri^,  S</4. 
T.  30N.,  R.  96W., 

Sec.  3,  all  of  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SH; 

Sec.  12,  all; 

Sec.  14,  aU; 

Sec.  34,  all: 

Sec.  36,  all; 

Sec.  36,  aU. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  7,966.72 
acres. 

Daniel  P.  Baker, 
State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.72-9066  PUed  6-16-73:8:48  am] 


NaKonol  Pork  Service 

OZARK  NATIONAL  SCENIC 
RIVERWAYS,  MISSOURI 

Designation  and  Establishment 

The  Act  of  August  27,  1964  (78  Stat. 
608,  16  UJ3.C.  460m) ,  requires  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  designate  for  es¬ 
tablishment  as  the  Ozark  National  Scenic 
Riverways,  the  area  generally  depicted 
on  map  NR-OZA  7002,  entitled  “Pro¬ 
posed  Ozark  National  Rivers”  dated  De¬ 
cember  1963,  subject  (1)  to  the  limitation 
that  the  designated  area  shall  not  in¬ 
clude  more  than  65,000  acres  of  land  in 
private  ownership  on  the  date  of  the 
act  and  (2)  to  the  further  restriction  that 
no  land  shall  be  designated  within  2 
miles  of  the  then  existing  boundaries  of 
the  municipalities  of  Eminence  and  Van 
Buren,  Mo.  The  Act  of  April  11,  1972  (86 
Stat.  121),  authorized  the  Secretary  to 
revise  the  boimdarles  of  the  Riverways 
and  provide,  among  other  things,  for  the 
inclusion  of  some  1,670  acres  of  private 
land  not  heretofore  included.  The  Sec¬ 
retary,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  State, 
is  required  to  designate  for  inclusion  In 
the  Ozark  National  Scenic  Riverways,  the 
lands  comprising  Big  Springs,  Alley 
Springs,  and  Round  Spring  State  Parks. 
The  State  of  Missouri  has  concurred  in 
the  designation  of  these  parks  as  a  part 
of  the  riverways  and  has  donated  the 
lands  or  interests  in  lands  comprising 
them  to  the  United  States. 

In  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
1964  act,  as  amended,  the  Ozark  National 
Scenic  Riverways  Is  hereby  designated 
as  embracing  the  areas  depicted  on 
boundary  map  numbered  614-92001, 
dated  November  1970,  which  map  is  on 
file  in  the  administrative  office  of  the 
Ozark  National  Scenic  Riverways  and  in 
the  offices  of  the  National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Further,  since  lands  and  waters,  or  in¬ 
terests  therein,  have  been  acquired  in 
sufficient  qusmtity  within  the  designated 
area  to  provide  an  administrable  unit, 
the  Ozark  National  Scenic  Riverways, 
pursuant  to  iection  4  of  the  aforesaid  act, 
is  hereby  declared  established. 

Dated:  Jime  10,  1972. 

Nathaniel  P.  Reed, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.72-9060  Filed  6-16-72;8:46  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
(Docket  No.  M73-33] 

JACK  OTANI  MINING  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Mandatory 
Safety  Standard 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969  (30  UB.C. 
section  861(c)  (1970)).  notice  is  given 
that  the  Jack  Otani  Mining  Co.  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 


30  CFR  77.1605  (k) .  36  FJl.  9380,  to  peti¬ 
tioner's  mlng  IJ3.  42-00690-0. 

30  CFR  77.1605(k)  reads  as  follows: 

(k)  Berms  or  guards  shall  be  iHovlded  on 
the  outer  bank  of  elevated  roadways. 

Petitioner  asks  that  the  standard  be 
modified  oecause  its  mine  road  is  at  an 
elevation  of  8,400  to  9,800  feet,  snow 
falls  at  any  time  from  September  to 
April,  and  the  snowfall  ranges  from  20 
to  30  feet.  Snow  removal  is  accomplished 
by  pushing  it  over  the  side  of  the  road, 
and  a  berm  or  guard  would  create  a 
hazardous  condition  as  it  would  act  as 
a  snow  trap.  Also  in  the  summer  berms 
would  cause  undue  damage  to  the  road 
because  of  trapped  rainfall. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  miners  rec¬ 
ognize  the  increased  problems  caused  by 
berms  and  agree  that  the  present  situa¬ 
tion  is  satisfactory. 

Parties  Interested  in  this  petition 
should  file  their  answers  or  comments 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  6432  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Utah  84111.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  M.  Day, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  8,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72  9061  Filed  6-16-72; 8: 47  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  72-41] 

PEABODY  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Mandatory 
Safety  Standard 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969  (30  U.S.C. 
sec.  861(c)  (1970)),  notice  is  given  that 
the  Peabody  Coal  Co.  has  filed  a  petition 
to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR 
77.1605(k),  36  FH.  9380,  to  petitioner’s 
mine.  ID.  05-00304-0,  located  near  Hay¬ 
den.  Colo. 

30  CFR  77.1605(k)  reads  as  follows: 

(k)  Berms  or  guards  shall  be  provided  on 
the  outer  bank  of  elevated  roadways. 

Petitioner  asks  that  the  standard  be 
modified  on  the  ground  that  its  appli¬ 
cation  to  the  Seneca  Mine  would  result 
in  a  diminution  of  safety  at  the  mine. 
Petitioner  asserts  that  the  mine  is  lo¬ 
cated  at  elevations  between  6,600  and 
7,220  feet,  that  because  of  such  eleva¬ 
tions  and  climatic  conditicms  the  weather 
is  subject  to  sudden  changes,  with  snow 
and  high  winds  being  frequent  between 
Nov«nber  and  April.  Berms  or  guards 
would  cause  accumulations  of  snow  be¬ 
cause  of  drifting  and  piling  up  of  snow 
alcmg  the  berms  and  guards  and  would 
prevent  effective  snow  removal  and  re¬ 
tard  drainage  of  water  frmn  the  road¬ 
ways.  Additional  hazards  would  be  cre¬ 
ated  by  haulage  truck  wheels  catching 
in  the  berms  or  guards  and  by  reduction 
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in  the  width  of  roadways  due  to  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  the  berms  or  guards.  There 
are  five  roadways  at  the  mine. 

Parties  interested  in  this  petition 
should  file  their  answers  or  comments 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  publi- 
'ation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  UJ3.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  6432  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  M.  Day. 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  8,  1972. 

I  PR  Doc.72-9062  PUed  6-15-72:8:47  am) 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DISASTER  AT  SUNSHINE  SILVER 
MINE,  KELLOGG,  IDAHO 

Notice  of  Public  Hearing 

Notice  of  public  hearing  regarding 
cause  of  bodily  injury  and  loss  of  life, 
etc.,  at  the  Sunshine  Silver  Mine,  Kel- 
log,  Idaho,  on  May  2,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  has  authorized  and 
directed  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals  to  conduct  a  hearing,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Metal  and  Nonmetallic  Mine  Safety  Act 
of  1966,  30  U.S.C.  Sec.  721  et  seq.,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining,  utilizing,  and  dis¬ 
seminating  information  relating  to 
health  and  safety  conditions  at  the  Sun¬ 
shine  Silver  Mine,  Kellogg,  Idaho,,  the 
cause  of  the  accident  involving  bodily  in¬ 
jury  and  loss  of  life  on  or  about  May  2, 
1972,  and  whether  or  not  there  was  c(Mn- 
pliance  with  the  health  and  safety  stand¬ 
ards  or  orders  issued  under  the  Act. 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  9:30 
a.m.  on  July  18.  1972,  at  the  Kellogg 
Junior  High  School,  800  Bunker  Avenue, 
Kellogg,  ID. 

All  parties  having  direct  Information 
relating  to  health  and  safety  conditions, 
compliance  with  health  and  safety 
standards,  or  the  cause  of  the  May  2, 
1972,  accident  involving  bodily  injury 
and  loss  of  life  at  said  mine,  who  desire 
to  give  testimony,  are  requested  to  con¬ 
tact  the  Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arling¬ 
ton,  VA  22203  (telephone:  703 — 557- 
1500)  on  or  before  5  p.m..  July  11,  1972. 
Witnesses  are  advised  that  they  may  be 
required  to  attend  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  in  Kellogg,  Idaho,  on  July  17,  1972. 

Dated:  June  14,  1972. 

James  M.  Day, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

[PR  Doc.79-0218  PUed  6-15-72:10:16  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  Import  Programs 

RUTGERS,  THE  STATE  UNIVERSITY 
ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Duty-Free 

Entry  of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
CTultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (PubUc  Law  89-651;  80  Stat.  897). 
Interested  persons  may  present  their 
views  with  respect  to  the  question  of 
whether  an  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  the  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Such  comments  must  be 
filed  in  triplicate  with  the  Director,  Spe¬ 
cial  Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  within  20  calendar  days  after  the 
date  on  which  this  notice  of  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Amended  regulatirais  issued  imder 
cited  Act,  as  published  in  the  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1972,  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  prescribe  the  requirements  appli¬ 
cable  to  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  during  ordinary 
Commerce  Department  business  hours  at 
the  Special  Import  Programs  Division, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington. 
DC. 

Docket  No.  72-00448-98-34060.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Rutgers,  the  State  University, 
Nuclear  Physics  Laboratory,  University 
Heights,  New  Brunswick,  N.J.  08903.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Negative  polarized  ion  source. 
Manufacturer:  Auckland  Nuclear  Ac¬ 
cessory  Co..  Ltd.,  New  Zealand.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  Intended  to 
be  used  to  investigate  spins,  parities, 
energy  levels,  etc.,  of  isotopes  ranging  in 
number  from  1  through  92.  The  objec¬ 
tives  pursued  in  the  course  of  the  investi¬ 
gations  are  to  study  the  spin-dependent 
effects  of  nuclear  forces  and  those  prop¬ 
erties  of  nuclear  states  which  require  the 
use  of  the  polarized  ion  source.  The 
article  will  also  be  used  as  part  of  the  re¬ 
search  and  education  program  by  gradu¬ 
ate  students  studying  for  the  Ph.  D.  de¬ 
gree  in  the  Physics  Department  at  the 
University.  AiH>lication  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  March  17,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00543-75-20900.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  California,  Lawrence 
Livermore  Laboratory,  7000  East  Avenue, 
Livermore,  CA  94550.  Article:  50  hydro- 
goi  thyratron  tubes.  Model  FX2520. 
Manufacturer:  English  Electric,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  a  thermonuclear  fusion 
power  source.  The  present  stage  of  re¬ 
search  of  the  fusion  reaction  is  the  crea- 
ti(Hi  and  study  of  the  magnetic  container 
of  the  fusion  plasma,  and  its  instabilities. 
In  the  Astron  Machine,  the  magnetic 
bottle  is  created  by  a  sheet  of  high  energy 
electrons  interacting  with  a  strong  ex¬ 


ternally  applied  magnetic  field.  In  creat¬ 
ing  this  magnetic  bottie  a  linear  ac¬ 
celerator  supplies  the  high  energy,  high 
current  electrcm  beam  for  the  Astron  ex¬ 
periment.  Applicaticxi  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  May  10,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00544-33-90000.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Pennsylvania,  John¬ 
son  Research  Foundati<m,  A.  N.  Richards 
BuUding,  37th  and  Hamilton  Walk,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  PA  19104.  Article:  Rotating 
anode  X-ray  generator.  Model  OX-6. 
Manufacturer:  Elliott  Automation  Radar 
Systems,  Ltd.,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  for  X-ray  diffraction  studies  cen¬ 
tered  upon  a  determination  of  the  mo¬ 
lecular  structure  of  the  photo-pigment- 
c(Hitaining  retinal  receptor  disk  mem¬ 
brane,  the  nerve  axonal  membrane  and 
the  chlorophyll-  and  carotenoid- 
containing  chromatophore  membrane. 
Changes  in  these  structures  which  ac¬ 
company  certain  functlwial  processes  of 
these  membranes  will  be  investigated. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  May  10,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00545-01-74600.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Tech¬ 
nology.  77  Massachusetts  Avenue,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  MA  02139.  Article:  Digital  corre¬ 
lator  and  probability  analysis  system. 
Type  K7023.  Manufacturer:  Precision 
Devices  and  Systems,  Ltd.,  United  King¬ 
dom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
will  be  used  initially  in  an  investigation 
of  the  variation  of  the  relaxation  time  of 
local  fluctuations  in  the  order  parameter 
of  nematic,  smetic,  and  cholesteric  liquid 
crystals  in  their  isotropic  phases  very 
near  the  phase  transition  between  the 
isotropic  phase  and  a  liquid  crystal 
phase.  The  materials  to  be  studied  in¬ 
clude  p-methoxy  benzylidene,  p-n-butyl 
aniline  and  p-ethoxy  benzylidene, 
p-amino  benezonitrile  (nematic  liquid) 
and  several  p-alkoxybenzylidene-p 
aminoacetophenons  (smetic  liquid).  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  May  10,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00546-33-46040.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Iowa,  Department 
of  Anatomy,  University  of  Iowa  Hospi¬ 
tals,  356  M^ical  Laboratories,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa  52240.  Article:  Electron  microscope 
Model  EM  300.  Manufacturer:  Philips 
Electronic  Instruments  NVD,  the  Nether¬ 
lands.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
ultrastructural  studies  on  human  pitui¬ 
tary  tissue  obtained  from  surgical  and 
autopsy  material.  These  studies  will  be 
coordinated  with  and  complement  con¬ 
ventional  light  microscopic  observations 
in  an  ongoing  comprehensive  survey  of 
the  human  pituitary  in  disesuse  states. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  May  10,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00548-65-46070.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Iowa  State  University  of  Science 
and  Technology,  Ames,  Iowa  50010.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Scanning  electron  microscope. 
Model  JSM-U3.  Manufacturer:  JEOL, 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  micro- 
structural  and  microchemical-property 
correlation  investigations  for  a  variety 
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of  materials  in  several  resesirch  pro¬ 
grams,  in  particular,  research  on  fabric 
and  structure  of  days,  studies  of  alu- 
miniun  oxide  fracture  surfaces,  studies  of 
inorganic  materials  of  colloidal  origin. 
The  article  will  also  be  used  by  multiple 
graduate  students  for  thesis  research  in 
the  following  projects:  (1)  Studies  of 
aluminum  oxide  fracture  surfaces;  and 

(2)  studies  of  inorganic  materials  of  col¬ 
loidal  origin.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  May  10, 1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00549-33-46070.  Appli¬ 
cant:  The  Children’s  Hospital  Mescal 
Center,  300  Longwood  Avenue,  Boston, 
MA  02115.  Article:  Scanning  electron 
microscope.  Model  JSM  50-A.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  JEOL,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  to  study  the  chemical  com¬ 
position  of  subcellular  structure  and 
macromolecular  components  of  carti¬ 
lage,  bones,  and  teeth  and  other  selected 
organs  involved  in  mineral  metabolism. 
The  article  will  also  be  for  the  investi¬ 
gation  of  other  tissues  and  biologically 
important  materials  from  either  normal 
or  pathological  subjects.  In  addition  the 
article  will  be  available  to  selected  post¬ 
doctoral  and  research  fellows  for  train¬ 
ing  in  the  proper  applications  of  the 
techniques  used  in  carrying  out  the 
research  described  above.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  15, 1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00550-33-46040.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Washington,  Friday 
Harbor  Laboratories,  Friday  Harbor, 
Wash.  98250.  Article:  Electron  micro¬ 
scope,  Model  EM  300.  Manufacturer: 
Philips  Electronic  Instruments  NVD,  the 
Netherlands.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the 
investigation  of  the  ultrastructiu'e  of  di¬ 
viding  animal  cells  (cultured  mam¬ 
malian  cells,  marine  invertebrate  eggs, 
amphibian  eggs,  etc.).  The  research  will 
include  high  resolution  studies  of  micro¬ 
tubules  of  the  mitotic  apparatus  and  of 
microfilaments  of  the  contractile  ring, 
with  emphasis  on  the  latter.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  15, 1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00551-33-46040.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  California,  San 
Diego,  Post  Office  Box  109,  La  Jolla,  CA 
92037.  Article:  Electron  microscope. 
Model  JEM  lOOB.  Manufacturer:  JEOL, 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the  in¬ 
vestigation  of  a  number  of  different  bio¬ 
logical  problems.  The  problems  will 
include : 

(1)  The  structure  at  nerve-nerve  and 
nerve-muscle  synapses  in  vertebrate 
nervous  systems; 

(2)  The  structure  of  cell  membranes, 
and  the  location  and  distribution  of  spe¬ 
cific  antigens  and  enzymes  in  the 
membranes; 

(3)  The  development  of  new  tech¬ 
niques  for  visualizing  specific  macro¬ 
molecules  inside  cells  and  tissues  using 
frozen-sectioning  methods  and  ferritin- 
antibody  staining  procedures; 

(4)  The  properties  of  Intracellular 
microfilament  systems,  and  their  rela¬ 
tionship  to  membrane  movements;  and 


(5)  The  development  of  sperm  cells 
in  Droeophila  and  related  m-ganisms,  and 
the  relationship  of  material  transport  to 
this  development. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  to  train 
graduate  students  and  post  graduate 
fellows  in  the  techniques  of  biological 
electron  microscopy.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  15,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00552-33-46040.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Scheie  Eye  Institute  of  the  Pres- 
byterian-University  of  Pennsylvania 
Medical  Center,  Myrin  Cfircle,  51  North 
39th  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA  19104.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Electron  microscope.  Model  HU-12 
and  accessories.  Manufacturer:  Hitachi, 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  Is  intended  to  be  used  in  studies 
of  cells  and  organelles  of  cornea,  ciliary 
body  and  retina.  Specific  projects  will 
include  Uie  following: 

(1)  The  interaction  of  vitamin  A  de- 
pleted-rhodopsin  and  vitamin  A  anal¬ 
ogies  will  be  attempted  to  see  what  role 
if  any,  hydrophobic  bonding  has  on  the 
configuration  of  these  unique  molecules. 

(2)  The  pathogenesis  of  malignancies 
of  the  eye,  such  as  restlnoblastoma,  will 
be  studied  by  conventional  thin-section¬ 
ing  techniques  and  attempts  to  find  the 
etiology  of  this  malignancy  wiU  be  done 
on  cell  cultiues  or  maintain  in  vitro 
(in  tissue  culture). 

(3)  Differentiation  studies  on  cells 
which  make  up  the  eye  will  be  done  fol¬ 
lowing  separation  of  cells  by  proteolytic 
enzymes,  growth  in  tissue  culture  and 
cloning  of  appropriate  cell  aggregates  as 
visualized  by  light  microscopy;  these  ag¬ 
gregates  will  form  the  nudeus  for  ex¬ 
perimental  studies  of  cellular  organiza¬ 
tion. 

(4)  The  effect  of  laser  beams  on  reti¬ 
nal  tissues  will  be  done  using  appropriate 
thin-sectioning  as  well  as  electron-his- 
tochemical  techniques. 

(5)  Electron  autoradiographic  stud¬ 
ies  wil  be  done  using  appropriate  precm- 
sor  molecules,  e.g.  (TI)  -valine  and  (“C)  - 
choline  to  study  the  effect  of  herpes  sim¬ 
plex  infections  on  the  metabolism  and 
transport  of  lipid  and  protein  molecules 
to  membranes  (and  the  nucleus)  to  al¬ 
low  the  assembly  of  the  viral  envelope. 

(6)  Freeze  etching  studies  will  be  done 
using  a  Denton  apparatus  and  the  speci¬ 
mens  examined  directly  in  the  electron 
microscope;  emphasis  will  be  directed 
towards  the  visualization  of  cell-surf8u;e 
mediated  phenomena,  such  as  fusion  and 
the  structural  rearrangements  of  lipid 
and  protein  molecules  which  make  up 
membranes. 

The  article  is  also  intended  to  be  used  by 
medical  students,  graduate  students, 
postdoctoral  fellows,  and  molecular  biol¬ 
ogists  in  carrying  out  various  studies 
and/or  thesis  work  in  microbiology,  path¬ 
ology,  anatomy,  and  molecular  biology 
and  for  training  in  electron  microscopy 
techniques.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  May  15,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00553-33-46070.  Appli¬ 
cant:  City  College  of  Uie  City  University 
of  New  York,  138th  Street  and  Convent 
Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10031.  Article: 


Scanning  electron  microscope.  Model  S4. 
Manufacturer:  Cambridge  Scientific  In- 
stnunents.  Ltd.,  United  Kingdom.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  'The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  to  examine  and  record 
(in  micrographs)  the  surface  contours 
of  biological  materials.  Specific  purposes 
include  the  following: 

(1)  Determination  of  morphological 
characteristics  of  a  variety  of  fresh  water 
and  deep  sea  organisms; 

(2)  Investigation  of  surface  features 
such  as  integument,  mouth  parts,  and 
appendages  of  several  invertebrates; 

(3)  Study  of  the  specializations  of 
parasite  surfaces  and  host-tissue  damage 
sites  stemming  from  parasitic  infections; 
and 

(4)  Exploration  by  microsiirgical  prob¬ 
ing  or  with  a  laser  probe  of  a  variety  of 
nerve  cells;  including  cells  grown  in  iso¬ 
lation,  that  specialize  in  the  production 
of  neurohormones. 

The  teaching  materials  and  information 
derived  from  the  use  of  this  instrument 
will  be  used  in  a  variety  of  courses  at 
the  City  College  including:  Biology  of 
the  invertebrates,  cell  physiology,  verte¬ 
brate  histology,  and  biological  oceanog¬ 
raphy.  The  article  may  be  used  by  other 
disciplines  within  the  College  of  Liberal 
Arts  and  Sciences,  such  as  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Geology,  and  is  related  to  their 
academic  programs  by  supporting  grad¬ 
uate  students  studsdng  for  the  Master’s 
and  Doctoral  degrees.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  15, 1972.  • 

Docket  No.  72-00554-33-46040.  Appli¬ 
cant:  City  College  of  the  City  University 
of  New  York,  138th  Street  and  Convent 
Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10031.  Article: 
Electron  microscope.  Model  EM  300. 
Manufacturer:  Philips  Electronic  Instru¬ 
ments  NVD,  the  Netherlands.  Intended 
use  of  article:  ’The  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  for  studies  at  all  levels  of  res¬ 
olution.  including  very  high  resolution 
of  different  cytologlcal  phenomena  oc¬ 
curring  in  a  variety  of  cell  types  from  a 
variety  of  animals  and  plants.  Specific 
projects  include  the  following: 

(1)  Cytochemical  testing  of  different 
cell  types,  e.g.,  to  Identify  membrane- 
associated  enzyme  activities  in  cell  mem¬ 
branes  of  parasitic  flatworms  (Schisto¬ 
soma  japonicum,  S.  haematobium),  to 
probe  the  chemical  nature  of  the 
“ssmaptcad”  nerve  endings  of  those  spe¬ 
cialized  neurons  that  release  neurohor¬ 
mones. 

(2)  High  resolution  studies  of  the  cell 
bodies  or  cytoplasmic  areas  of  those 
neurosecretory  cells  that  produce  the 
neurohormones  vasopressin  and  oxytocin. 
In  particular  neurons  maintained  in 
organ-cultiu^  will  be  examined  in  order 
to  provide  data  concerning  the  intracel¬ 
lular  origin  and  pathway  of  neurohor¬ 
mone  bi063nithesis. 

(3)  Replicas  examined  in  the  electron 
microscope  at  high  resolution  will  facil¬ 
itate  the  systematic  classification  of  such 
diverse  organisms  as  fresh  water  and 
deep-sea  vertebrates  and  invertebrates, 
as  well  as  insects  and  other  terrestrial 
forms  of  life,  in  addition  to  providing 
basic  morphological  data. 
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(4)  Studies  of  microtubular  systems; 
their  structural  and  functional  roles  in 
a  variety  of  adult  and  developing  plant 
cells.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  May  15. 1972. 

Etocket  No.  72-00555-33-11000.  AppU- 
cant:  Stanford  Research  Institute.  333 
Ravenswood  Avenue.  Menlo  Park,  CA 
94025.  Article:  Gas  chromatograph  mass 
spectrometer.  Model  LKB  9000.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB,  Sweden. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  in  research  on  vari¬ 
ous  health-related  problems.  The  pri¬ 
mary  uses  of  the  article  will  include  the 
following: 

(1)  Identification  of  metabolites  of 
drugs  administered  to  experimental  ani¬ 
mals  and  humans. 

(2)  Elucidation  of  structures  of  the 
active  components  of  Phytolacca  dode- 
candra. 

(3)  Studies  on  the  biosynthesis  of  an¬ 
tibiotics,  terpenes,  and  other  microbial 
metabolites  by  the  use  of  stable  isotope- 
labeled  precursors. 

(4)  Determination  of  the  identity  and 
purity  of  drugs  from  the  Pharmaceutical 
Analysis  Program. 

(5)  Structure  determinations  of  natu¬ 
ral  products,  particularly  compounds  of 
high  molecular  weight  such  as  peptide 
and  polysaccharide  derivatives. 

Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  May  16,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00556-33-46500.  Appli¬ 
cant:  West  Virginia  Univeraity,  School 
of  Medicine,  Department  of  Anesthesi¬ 
ology,  Morgantown,  W.  Va.  26506.  Arti¬ 
cle:  Ultramicrotome,  Model  LKB  8800A. 
Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB,  Swe¬ 
den.  Intended  use  of  article :  The  article 
is  intended  to  be  used  in  experiments 
on  the  normal,  physiological  behavior  of 
cells  and  tissues  in  regard  to  the  trans¬ 
port  and  ingestion  of  macromolecules.  In 
addition,  variations  m  the  behavior  of 
cells  and  tissues  under  experimental 
pathological  conditions  will  be  studied. 
For  instance:  (1)  The  passage  of  pro¬ 
tein  into  skeletal  muscle  cells  during 
pathological  conditions  induced  by  de¬ 
generation  and  (2)  the  localization  of 
proteins  of  the  autonomic  nervous  sys¬ 
tem  are  currently  being  investigated. 
Studies  will  also  be  conducted  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  effect  of  anesthetic  agents  on 
lung  cytology  and  to  study  the  damage 
of  limg  tissue  resulting  from  pulmonary 
edema.  Furthermore,  investigations  are 
underway  to  determine  the  subcellular 
localization  of  skeletal  muscle  blocking 
agents.  The  article  will  also  be  used  for 
graduate  level  teaching.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  16.  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00558-33-46500.  AppU- 
cant:  DREW,  HSMHA,  Center  for  Dis¬ 
ease  Control,  255  East  Paces  Ferry  Road 
NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30305.  Article:  Ultra¬ 
microtome.  Model  OM  U2.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  C.  Reichert  Optische  Werke  AG, 
Austria.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  mtended  to  be  used  to  automati¬ 
cally  cut  ultrathin  sections  of  uniform 
thickness  from  blocks  of  plastic  em¬ 
bedded  tissue  for  examination  with  an 


electron  microscope.  These  tissues  will 
be  from  organs  which  are  directly  and 
indirectly  associated  with  the  disease 
being  studied.  The  article  will  also  be 
used  for  teaching  purposes.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
May  16, 1972. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 

Director.  Office  of  Import  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-9099  FUed  6-15-72:8:49  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Public  Health  Service 

HEALTH  SERVICES  AND  MENTAL 
HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  3  (Health  Services  and  Mental 
Health  Administration)  of  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(33  F.R.  15953,  October  30,  1968),  as 
amended,  is  hereby  amended  with  regard 
to  section  3-20,  Organization  and  func¬ 
tions.  as  follows : 

After  the  paragraph  entitled  Office  of 
the  Associate  Director  (3F02).  insert  a 
new  sidehead  and  text,  as  follows: 

Sickle  Cell  Disease  Office  (3F15) .  Plans, 
directs,  coordinates,  and  serves  as  lead 
program  for  the  sickle  cell  disease  serv¬ 
ices  in  HSMHA.  Specifically:  (1)  Devel¬ 
ops  HSMHA  policy  on  matters  pertaining 
to  sickle  cell  service  activities;  (2)  de¬ 
velops  operational  planning  objectives 
including  both  intramural  and  extra¬ 
mural  activity  components;  (3)  in  co¬ 
operation  with  NIH,  HEW’s  Sickle  Cell 
lead  agency,  formulates  guidelines  gov¬ 
erning  the  preparation  of  sickle  cell  dis¬ 
ease  service  activities;  (4)  serves  as 
HSMHA  focal  point  for  dissemination  of 
sickle  cell  disease  information;  (5)  pro¬ 
vides  technical  assistance  and  consulta¬ 
tion  to  public  and  private  organizations 
involved  in  sickle  cell  disease  activities; 
and  (6)  coordinates  sickle  cell  activities 
of  HSMHA  with  those  of  other  operating 
agencies  of  the  Department,  other  De¬ 
partments  and  agencies,  and  interested 
private  institutions  and  organizations. 

Dated:  June  9, 1972. 

Rodney  H.  Brady, 
Assistant  Secretary 

for  Administration  and  Management. 

[FR  Doc.72-9076  Filed  6-15-72;8:47  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
OFFICE  OF  INTERNAL  SECURITY 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  1  of  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  for  the  Department  of  Health, 


Education,  and  Welfare  is  amended  to 
add  a  new  chapter  1U12  as  follows: 

Section  1U12J)0  Mission.  The  OfiBce  of 
Internal  Security,  imder  the  general  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management,  serves 
as  the  Secretary’s  staff  for  ensuring  the 
internal  security  of  the  Department. 

Sec.  1U12.10  Organization.  The  Office 
of  Internal  Security  under  the  supervi¬ 
sion  of  the  Director  of  Security  who  re¬ 
ports  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration  consists  of: 

Office  of  the  Director  of  Security,  Personnel 

Security  Division,  Physical  Security 

Division. 

Sec.  1U12.20  Functions — 1.  Office  of 
the  Director  of  Security.  Provides  execu¬ 
tive  leadership,  policy  direction,  plan¬ 
ning,  coordination  and  management  of 
the  internal  security  program  of  the  De¬ 
partment:  departmentwide  policy  for 
physical  security,  including  facility  pro¬ 
tection,  and  operational  responsibility  for 
physical  security  in  and  for  the  south¬ 
west  area  building  complex;  provides 
staff  assistance  to  the  Secretary  and  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration 
and  Management  in  the  administration 
of  the  internal  security  program;  pro¬ 
vides  centralized  security  and  investiga¬ 
tive  services  to  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  the  operating  agencies  at  head¬ 
quarters  and  in  the  field;  is  responsible 
for  plans  and  procedures  to  provide  for 
the  personal  safety  of  the  Secretf^ry  and 
members  of  his  family;  and  formulates, 
prescribes  and  issues  directives  and  in¬ 
structions  to  the  designated  security  rep¬ 
resentatives  within  the  Department. 

2.  Personnel  Security  Division.  A.  Es¬ 
tablishes  and  mamtains  an  mtemal 
employee  Security  program  pursuant  to 
and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  August  26,  1950,  Executive 
Order  10450,  as  amended,  42  CFR  Part 
21,  Regulations  Relating  to  the  Security 
Program  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  and  other  appli¬ 
cable  laws  and  regulations. 

B.  Determmes  the  scope  and  extent 
of  investigation  of  matters  relating  to 
security,  loyalty  or  subversion  imder  the 
criteria  set  forth  in  Executive  Order 
10450;  conducts  such  investigations  or 
arranges  for  investigation  by  other  Fed¬ 
eral  mvestigative  agencies. 

C.  Receives  investigative  data  from  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  and  other 
sources.  Reviews  and  evaluates  such  in¬ 
vestigative  data  as  to  the  security,  sub¬ 
versive  or  loyalty  aspects.  Grants  or 
withholds  clearance  to  occupy  a  sensi¬ 
tive  position  or  to  have  access  to  classi¬ 
fied  information. 

D.  Conducts  checks  upon  request  of 
Office  of  the  Secretary  or  operatmg 
agency  officials  for  subversive-type  in¬ 
formation  as  to  individuals,  organiza¬ 
tions,  or  other  matters  of  interest  to  the 
Department.  Maintains  liaison  with 
other  Federal  agencies  and  outside  orga¬ 
nizations  on  matters  pertaining  to 
security. 

E.  Carries  out  any  other  functions  as 
assigned  for  the  establishment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  personnel  security  within 
the  Department. 
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3.  Physical  Security  Division.  A.  Estab¬ 
lishes  and  maintains  an  internal  physical 
security  program  including  document 
security  and  facility  protection  pursuant 
to  and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  10501,  as  amended. 
General  Services  Administration  FPMR 
101-19.5 — ^Physical  Protection,  Depart¬ 
ment  security  reg\ilations  and  other 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

B.  Controls  all  investigative  files  and 
records  relating  to  security,  loyalty,  and 
subversion. 

C.  Carries  out  any  other  functions  as 
assigned  for  the  establishment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  physical  smd  document  se¬ 
curity  within  ^e  Department. 

D.  Maintains  an  up-to-date  Facility 
Self -Protection  Operational  Plan  for  the 
southwest  building  complex  and  provides 
policy  guldeuice  on  facility  protection  to 
ail  departmental  Installations  in  the 
field. 

Sec.  1U12.30  Delegations  of  author¬ 
ity.  The  Secretary  has  delegated  through 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administra¬ 
tion  and  Management  to  the  Director  of 
Security,  Office  of  Internal  Security,  the 
authority  specified  for  the  head  of  the 
department  in  Executive  Order  10450,  as 
amended,  and  Executive  Order  10501,  as 
amended,  except  as  set  forth  in  section 
1U12.40. 

Sec.  1U12.40  Reservation  of  author¬ 
ity.  The  Secretary  reserves  authority: 

1.  To  determine  that  the  suspension  or 
termination  of  any  employee  is  necessary 
in  the  interests  of  national  security. 

2.  For  original  classification  of  infor¬ 
mation  or  material  pursuant  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10501. 

Sec.  1U12.50  Redelegation  of  author¬ 
ity.  The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Admin¬ 
istration  and  Management  and  the 
Director  of  Security  may  redelegate  the 
authorities  and  functions  set  forth  in 
section  1U12.20  and  1U12.30. 

Dated:  June  8. 1972. 

Rodney  H.  Brady, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

jPR  Doc.72-9100  Piled  6-16-72:8:49  ami 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  21385;  Order  72-6-491 

ALDO  DEL  NOCE  AND  AMERICAN 
.  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Dismissing  Complaint 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  June  1972. 

By  Order  70-7-53  (July  13.  1970)  the 
Board  solicited  comments  from  the  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  and  other  airlines, 
passengers  and  interested  persons  per¬ 
taining  to  the  issues  of  discrimination 
and  unlawful  rebating  arising  from  car¬ 
rier  practices  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  various  so-called  courtesy 
services  such  as  meals,  telephone,  or 
telegraph  privileges,  ground  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  lodging,  to  passengers  incon¬ 
venienced  as  a  result  of  delayed  or  can¬ 


celed  flights.  Pending  the  receipt  and 
consideration  of  such  comments,  we  de¬ 
ferred  further  action  on  portions  of  the 
motion  of  Aldo  Del  Noce  for  review  of 
the  decision  of  the  Director,  BOE,  de¬ 
clining  to  institute  an  enforcement  pro¬ 
ceeding  based  upon  Mr.  Del  Noce’s  com¬ 
plaint  in  this  docket.*  We  felt  that  any 
determination  in  this  case  as  to  the  issues 
of  discrimination  and  unlawful  rebating 
could  serve  as  a  precedent  governing  the 
future  practices  of  air  carriers  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  provision  of  courtesy  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  event  of  flight  delays  or  can¬ 
cellations,  and  therefore  desired  the 
views  of  the  carriers  and  other  interested 
parties. 

Six  carriers  have  filed  individual 
comments,*  and  the  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation  filed  comments  on  behalf  of  16 
member  carriers.*  Upon  consideration  of 
the  comments  received,  and  in  light  of  all 
the  clrciunstances  of  this  case,  the  Board 
will  deny  the  motion  for  review  to  the 
extent  previously  deferred.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  have  also  determined  that  a 
proper  Interpretation  of  Part  221  of  the 
Board’s  Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  221  et  seq.)  will  require  that  air 
carriers  file  in  their  tariffs  a  statement 
of  their  rules  and  regulations  pertaining 
to  the  provision  to  passengers  of  hotel 
accommodations,  meals  and  other  serv¬ 
ices,  or  reimbursement  therefor,  in  the 
event  of  a  delayed  or  interrupted  trip.  A 
statement  of  our  reasons  follows. 

Carrier  practices.  While  the  ATA- 
represented  carriers  broadly  assert  that 
“there  are  no  standardized  practices” 
with  respect  to  courtesy  services  provided 
to  passengers  in  the  event  of  inconven¬ 
ience  occasioned  by  a  delayed  or  canceled 
flight,  it  is  apparent  from  the  comments 
received  that  carrier  policies,  whether 
denominated  “internal  guidelines”  (e.g., 
Allegheny,  National)  or  published  in 
employee  practice  manuals  (e.g..  Delta, 
Northeast) ,  are  often  quite  detailed  and 
show  a  basic  similarity.  Most,  if  not  all, 
carriers  provide  telephone  or  telegraph 
privileges,  meals  during  appropriate 
hours,  hotel  accommodations,  and  local 
grmmd  transportation,  or  reimburse- 


'  The  complaint  charged  that  American 
Airlines,  Inc.  (American)  failed  to  announce 
a  flight  delay,  causing  complainant’s 
daughter,  a  tourist-class  passenger,  to  miss 
a  connecting  flight,  and  that  American  dis¬ 
criminated  by  falling  to  pay  for  his  daugh¬ 
ter’s  hotel  room  although  it  provides  such 
accommodations  for  flrst-class  passengers. 
The  Director,  BOE.  determined  not  to  Insti¬ 
tute  an  enforcement  proceeding.  Upon  mo¬ 
tion  for  review,  the  Board  agreed  with  the 
Director  as  to  the  flrst  charge  and  denied 
the  motion  to  review  in  that  respect. 

*  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  National  Airlines,  Inc.,  Northeast  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
and  United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

*  Air  West,  Inc.,  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  Aloha 
Airlines,  Inc.,  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Con¬ 
tinental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Hawaiian  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc.,  North  Central 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Northeast  Airlines,  Inc.,  North¬ 
west  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.. 
Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  ’Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 


ment  therefor,  where  such  imanticipated 
expenses  are  necessitated  by  a  delay, 
cancellation,  overflight,  or  missed 
connection. 

In  the  main,  most  such  amenities  are 
uniform  in  their  appllcatitm  among  all 
classes  of  passenger  service  and  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  the  fares  paid.*  As  such  they  are 
to  be  distinguished  from  the  additional 
practice  of  some  carriers,  discussed  be¬ 
low,  of  limiting  certain  expensive  ameni¬ 
ties  to  flrst-class  passengers.  CHass-of- 
service  distinctions  aside,  however,  there 
is  still  the  potential  for  a  considerable 
variation  in  the  amenities  accorded  indi¬ 
vidual  passengers,  since  amenities  are 
basically  distributed  on  the  basis  of  per¬ 
sonal  need  and  circumstances.  In  the 
carriers’  view  interrupted-trip  amenities 
are  Justified  as  necessary  to  alleviate 
hardship  and  maintain  goodwill.  Such 
goals  should  be  effectuated,  it  is  argued, 
as  economically  as  possible  and  with 
avoidance  of  “windfalls”  to  passengers 
not  truly  inconvenienced.  ’Therefore, 
since  passenger  needs  and  preferences,  as 
well  as  the  circumstances  affecting  facili¬ 
ties,  vary  greatly,  the  carriers  stress  that 
maximiim  discretion  in  the  handling  of 
each  passenger’s  problem  must  be  left  to 
local  carrier  personnel.  Company  guide¬ 
lines  and  personnel  training  will  insure 
nondiscrimlnatory  treatment  for  passen¬ 
gers  in  approximately  equal  circum¬ 
stances,  they  assert.  However,  there  is 
also  some  indication  in  the  comments 
that  a  passenger’s  relief  might  well  de¬ 
pend  on  the  imequal .  circumstances  of 
his  knowledge  of  the  availability  of  such 
services  and  his  disposition  to  argue  his 
case  with  the  carrier.*  Unfortunately, 
there  is  little  discussion  of  the  important 
issue  of  notification  procedures  in  the 
comments. 

With  respect  to  distinctions  between 
amenities  available  to  different  classes  of 
passengers.  Pan  American  acknowledges 
that  when  meals  are  provided  for  delayed 
or  stranded  passengers,  liquor  service  is 
provided  gratis  to  flrst  class,  but  not  to 
thrift  or  economy  passengers,  on  the 
theory  that  this  is  consistent  with  normal 
inflight  amenity  differences.  More  im¬ 
portantly,  it  appears  that  various  car¬ 
riers  similarly  restrict  the  more  essential 
amenities.  Speaking  generally,  the  ATA 
comments  indicate  that,  of  the  carriers 
which  do  have  such  restrictions,  “certain 
of  those  carriers  limit  hotel  accommoda¬ 
tions  to  flrst-class  passengers  while 
others  will  provide  such  accommoda¬ 
tions  to  other  than  domestic  coach  pas¬ 
sengers.  In  still  other  cases,  neither  meal 


*  None  of  the  comments  indicated  any  dis¬ 
tinction  in  amenities  on  the  basis  of  dis¬ 
count,  as  compared  to  regular  fares. 

*  Allegheny,  for  example,  states  that  it 
issues  meal  vouchers  to  qualifying  passengers 
“upon  request.”  and  at  the  same  time  ac¬ 
knowledges  that  “to  avoid  litigation”  it  may 
reimburse  a  complaining  passenger  who  does 
not  meet  the  guidelines.  Delta  asserts  that 
“the  carrier  should  not  be  under  a  duty  to 
seek  out  all  passengers  who  would  be  en¬ 
titled  to  amenities  due  to  missed  connections 
but  rather  only  to  make  available  such 
amenities  to  those  passengers  requesting 
them  •  • 
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nor  hotel  accommodations  are  made 
available  to  economy  passengers.'*  No 
specific  figures  were  given,  however.  Of 
the  individual  comments  received,  only 
United  acknowledges  a  policy  similar  to 
American’s,  stating  that  coach  passen¬ 
gers  are  usually  denied  hotel  accom¬ 
modations  “except  in  cases  of  extreme 
hardship,  i.e.,  those  instances  involving 
handicapped  or  elderly  persons  and  im- 
accompanied  children.’’ 

While  it  is  therefore  still  unclear 
whether  such  service-class  restrictions 
are  the  industry  norm,  it  is  apparent  that 
a  substantial  percentage  of  delayed  pas¬ 
sengers  may  affected  by  such  policies. 
By  themselves  American  and  United 
accounted  for  almost  31  percent  of  the 
total  revenue  passenger  enplanements 
in  domestic  certificated  service  during 
1970.* 

Section  403(.b) :  Rebating.  As  we  noted 
in  Order  70-7-53,  subsection  403(b) 
states,  in  part: 

No  air  carrier  •  •  •  shall  •  •  •  extend  to 
any  person  any  privileges  or  facilities,  with 
respect  to  matters  required  the  Board  to 
be  ^ecified  in  *  •  •  tariffs,  except  those 
specified  therein. 

Moreover,  S  211.3(a>  of  the  Economic 
Regulations  requires  tariff  filings  for 
•  all  classifications,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  practices,  and  service  in  con¬ 
nection  with  •  *  *  air  transportation.’’ 
We  suggested  that  the  provision  of  free 
hotel  accommodations  “may  be  a  serv¬ 
ice  or  practice  in  connection  with  air 
transportation,  and  one  of  a  sub¬ 
stantial  nature.’’  (Order  70-7-53  at  3, 
footnote  2.) 

The  responding  carriers  uniformly 
take  the  position  that  the  furnishing 
of  interrupted-flight  amenities  which 
are  not  provided  for  in  filed  tariffs’ 
does  not  constitute  the  granting  of 
unlawful  rebates  within  the  meaning  of 
subsection  403(b)  of  the  Act.  Three 
arguments  are  advanced:  (1)  All  car¬ 
riers  emphasize  that  the  Board  has 
followed  a  policy  of  leaving  such  re¬ 
lief  services  to  management  discretion, 
expressly  and  by  implication;  (2)' 
Eielta,  National,  and  Pan  American  also 
assert  that  such  amenities  are  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  the  value  of  service; 
and  (3)  Allegheny  argues  that  such 
practices  are  not  within  the  category 
of  “hidden  inducements’’  condemned 
by  subsection  403(b). 

Several  of  the  carriers  ‘  additionally 
argue  that  subsection  221.3(a)  does 
not  require  tariff  filings  in  this  in¬ 
stance,  because  it  requires  only  that 
tariffs  show  such  practices  and  serv¬ 
ices  “to  the  extent  required  by  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Board.”  Nowhere,  they 
assert,  is  there  a  Board  regulation 
expressly  requiring  that  interrupted- 
trip  practices  be  filed  in  tariffs.  On  the 


•  Includes  Pan  American’s  domestic  opera¬ 
tions.  Air  Carrier  Traffic  Statistics,  December 
1970. 

'Such  amenities  have  In  fact  been  ex¬ 
cluded  as  obligations  of  the  carriers  by 
provisions  in  their  tariffs,  as  in  the  case  of 
American’s  Passenger  Rule  Tariff  No.  PR-6, 
CAB  No.  117,  Rule  75(0). 

United  and  National. 


contrary,  all  of  the  comments  argue, 
the  Board  has  long  been  aware  of 
such  practices  and  in  at  least  one  in¬ 
stance  has  expressly  approved  of  them 
as  being  consistent  with,  and  supple¬ 
mental  to  the  statutory  scheme.* 

We  think  that  the  essential  question 
with  respect  to  the  lawfulness  pursuant 
to  section  403(b)  of  the  interrupted- 
trip  amenities  hinges  upon  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  whether  the  “privileges 
or  facilities”  extended  to  inconven¬ 
ienced  fare-payers  are  “with  respect 
to  matters  required  by  the  Board 
to  be  specified”  in  the  carriers’  “cur¬ 
rently  effective  tariffs.”  A  reasonable 
reading  of  §221.38  of  the  regulations 
gives  strong  support  to  the  proposition 
that  the  regulations  presently  require 
the  inclusion  of  interrupted-trip  amen¬ 
ities  in  filed  tariffs.  Section  221.38(a) 
requires  that  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  each  tariff  contain,  inter  alia,  “all 
of  the  terms,  conditions,  or  other  pro¬ 
visions  which  affect  the  rates,  fares 
or  charges  for  air  transportation  named 
in  the  tariff”  (subparagraph  (2));’* 
“all  of  the  *'  *  *  provisions  governing 
terminal  services  and  all  other  services 
which  the  carrier  undertakes  or  holds 
out  to  perform  •  *  *  in  connection 
with  air  transportation”  (subparagraph 
(3));  and  “all  other  provisions  •  •  • 
which  in  any  way  increase  or  decrease 
the  value  of  the  services  rendered  to 
the  •  *  *  passenger  •  •  •”  (subpara¬ 
graph  (4)).  With  respect  to  the  latter 
provision,  it  could  certainly  be  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  provision  of  hotel  ac¬ 
commodations  and  other  amenities  in 
case  of  service  interruptions,  however 
infrequent,  increases  the  value  of  air 
transportation  to  those  passengers  who 
may  qualify  under  the  carrier’s  guide¬ 
lines  and  correspondingly  decreases  the 
value  of  such  service  to  those  not 
normally  qualifying. 

Read  together,  the  above  provisions  in 
our  opinion  evince  a  strong  policy  of 
full  disclosure  to  the  passenger  of  all 
valuable  services  which  are  extended  to 
the  traveling  public  on  a  regular  or 
standardized  basis,  and  particularly  of 
any  restrictions  or  conditions  relating 
to  such  services  as  may  differentiate  one 
passenger  from  another.  A  somewhat  re¬ 
lated  situation  involves  the  requirement 
in  §  250.3  of  the  Economic  Regndations 
that  the  carriers  file  with  the  Board 
(although  not  in  their  tariffs)  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  their  practices  and  rules  govern¬ 
ing  boarding  priorities  on  oversold 
flights.  ’This  regulation  is  precedent  for 
requiring  effective  notice  to  the  Board 


*In  the  course  of  the  proceedings  leading 
to  the  adoption  of  Part  250  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations,  the  Board  took  note  of 
the  carriers’  arguments  with  respect  to 
the  granting  of  amenities,  such  as  hotels, 
meals,  telephone  calls,  and  ground  transpor¬ 
tation,  and  stated  in  a  footnote  that 
its  denied '  boarding  compensation  regula¬ 
tion  was  “not  intended  to  preclude  car¬ 
riers  from  according  these  amenities  to 
passengers”  (te-508,  adopted  Aug.  3,  1967, 
p.  6). 

Since  fares  are  cost-related,  the  costs 
for  the  amenities  of  necessity  affect  fares. 


and  the  public  of  carrier  practices  which, 
as  in  this  case,  affect  passengers 
stranded  and  unable  to  deal  at  arm’s 
length  with  the  carrier. 

In  short,  the  potential  passenger  de¬ 
serves,  and  in  our  view  the  regulations 
under  Part  221  require,  effective  tariff 
notice  of  such  courtesy  service  distinc¬ 
tions  as  might  bear  on  which  carrier 
he  chooses,  on  which  class  of  ticket  he 
purchases,  and  on  whether  and  to  what 
extent  he  must  request  specific  assist¬ 
ance  in  case  of  an  interrupted  trip. 

Notwithstanding  the  above,  we  do  not 
think  that  the  carriers’  past  practices  of 
providing  interrupted-trip  amenities 
should  be  held  to  be  violative  of  the  Act. 
The  Board’s  past  position  on  this  specific 
issue  has  been  unclear,  and  in  fact  the 
Board  has  never  had  occasion  to  take 
a  position.  Nor  can  the  Board’s  brief 
note  of  these  practices  in  connection 
with  the  adoption  of  Part  250  be  con¬ 
sidered  dispositive  of  the  question  of 
whether  they  should  or  should  not  be 
included  in  tariffs,  since  In  that  pro¬ 
ceeding  the  focus  was  clearly  elsewhere. 
However,  a  good-faith  assessment  of 
the  Board’s  position,  when  viewed  in 
the  context  of  the  long-standing  appli¬ 
cability  of  the  practices  at  issue,  could 
lead  to  the  conclusion  that,  in  the 
Board’s  view  at  the  time,  neither  the 
Act  nor  its  regulations  required  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  tariffs  describing  interrupted-trip 
amenities. 

Although  we  do  not  now  subscribe  to 
that  position,  we  do  not  believe  it  desir¬ 
able  in  this  instance  to  apply  our  in¬ 
terpretation  retroactively.  Our  purpose 
herein  is  to  provide  the  traveling  public 
with  adequate  notice  of  services  to  be 
provided  and  to  regularize  such  services. 
This  purpose  would  not  be  advanced  by 
making  our  ruling  restrospective,  for 
whatever  shortcomings  in  notice  or  equal 
treatment  existed  in  the  past  will  not  be 
corrected  by  exposing  the  carriers  to 
potential  civil  liability  for  past  trans¬ 
gressions  of  the  tariff  rules.  Nor  do  we 
feel  that  the  enforcement  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Act  would  be  served, 
since  we  have  no  reason  to  doubt  at 
this  time  the  carriers’  compliance  with 
the  tariffs  filed  in  response  to  our  action 
herein.”  Accordingly,  the  Board  finds 
that  it  would  not  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest,  as  defined  in  section  102 
of  the  Act,  to  apply  our  interpretive  rul¬ 
ing  herein  retrospectively. 

Section  404(b) :  Discrimination.  Sec¬ 
tion  404(b)  of  the  Act  precludes  air  car¬ 
riers  from  subjecting  any  “description  of 
traffic  in  air  transportation  to  any  un¬ 
just  discrimination  or  any  unjust  or  un¬ 
reasonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage  in 
any  respect  whatsoever.”  The  comments 
uniformly  take  the  position  that  numer¬ 
ous  service  distinctions  based  on  class 


”  In  light  of  the  absence  of  willful  tariff 
violations  by  the  carriers,  the  extent  of  any 
potential  clvU  liability,  while  unknowii, 
could  likely  be  totally  out  of  proportion  to 
whatever  regxilatory  purpose  might  be  said 
to  Inhere  in  a  retrospective  ruling.  Inasmuch 
as  It  appears  that  the  carriers’  reliance  on 
a  not  iinreasonable  interpretation  of  the 
Board’s  past  position  has  been  extensive 
and  of  long  standing. 
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of  service  have  long  been  known  to,  and 
approved  by,  the  Board.  One  further 
distinction  to  which  a  higher  fare 
titles  a  passenger,  it  is  argued.  Is  the 
security  involved  in  knowing  that  his 
hotel  accommodations  and  perhaps 
meals  are  paid  for  in  case  of  overnight 
delay.  According  to  United,  a  coast  pas¬ 
senger  can  readily  upgrade  to  first  class 
if  he  values  this  assurance  sufficiently. 

We  are  not  persuaded  that  the  recog¬ 
nized  service  distinctions  between  first 
class  and  coach  necessarily  extend  to 
the  practice  of  including  interrupted-trip 
hotel  accommodations  or  other  amenities 
in  the  former,  but  not  the  latter,  service. 
Absent  carrier  tariffs  (and  advertising) , 
the  average  passenger  may  not  know  in 
advance  whether  a  given  carrier  restricts 
certain  amenities  to  certain  classes,  and 
under  the  present  situation  neither  he 
nor  his  travel  agent  has  a  convenient 
way  of  finding  out.  Therefore  any  anal¬ 
ogy  to  normal  inflight  service  distinc¬ 
tions  is  imrealistic.  Since  the  average 
passenger  probably  has  no  knowledge  of 
such  a  "first-class  amenity,”  its  exist¬ 
ence  cannot  reasonably  be  said  to  have 
influenced  him  to  travel  first  class.  Con¬ 
versely,  the  elimination  of  this  distinc¬ 
tion  between  first  class  and  coach  will 
not  likely  cause  any  passengers  to  down¬ 
grade  from  first  class  to  coach. 

It  Is  also  urged,  with  respect  to  dis¬ 
tinctions  within  each  class  of  service, 
that  there  is  no  unjust  discrimination 
when  the  extension  of  amenities  or  serv¬ 
ices  is  not  imiform,  as  long  as  all  pas¬ 
sengers  within  the  same  class  of  service 
are  treated  equally  under  "like  or  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  circumstances.”  Thus, 
it  is  alleged  that  trained  carrier  person¬ 
nel,  using  company  guidelines,  assure 
that,  systemwide,  the  treatment  of  all 
passengers  is  as  equal  in  this  sense  as 
can  be  achieved. 

Here  again,  we  feel  that  the  apparent 
absence  of  any  notification  procedures 
vitiates  the  carriers’  argument.  While  it 
may  weU  be  that  all  passengers  within  a 
class,  similarly  situated,  are  treated  es¬ 
sentially  equally  if  their  needs  are  known 
to  the  carrier,  it  is  by  no  means  clear  to 
what  extent  the  needs  are  made  known. 
Thus,  an  experienced  traveler  may  re¬ 
ceive  services  which  the  uninitiated  may 
also  require  but  do  not  know  enough  to 
request.  Also,  the  comments  received  do 
not  make  clear  the  extent  to  which  the 
services  actually  provided  depend  upon 
the  vociferousness  of  passenger  com¬ 
plaints. 

Conclusion.  While  we  have  strong  res¬ 
ervations  about  the  carriers’  practices 
with  respect  to  discrimination  between 
as  well  as  within  classes,  as  measured  by 
the  antidiscrimination  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  404(b)  of  the  Act,  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  herein  do  not,  we  feel,  provide  a 
suitable  basis  for  a  final  ruling  on  the 
matter.  Nor  are  we  prepared  to  proceed 
upon  the  basis  of  the  complaint  filed  by 
Mr.  Del  Noce.  Rather  than  making  de¬ 
terminations  in  enforcement  proceedings 
on  a  case-by-case  basis,  we  believe  that 
an  overall,  general  approcu;h  would  be 
desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  uni¬ 


formity  of  passenger  treatment  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  convenience.“ 

Accordingly,  and  in  light  of  our  dis¬ 
cussion  above,  we  will  deny,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  previously  deferred,  the  motion  of 
Aldo  Del  Noce  for  review  of  the  decision 
of  the  Director,  BOE,  declining  to  insti¬ 
tute  an  enforcement  proceeding  upon  Mr. 
Del  Noce’s  complaint.  We  find  that  un¬ 
der  all  of  the  circumstances  the  com¬ 
plaint  does  not  state  facts  warranting  an 
investigation.  This  represents  a  com¬ 
posite  judgment  on  the  facts,  the  law, 
and  the  search  for  the  optimum  policy 
for  achieving  the  public  interest  objec¬ 
tives  of  the  Act  within  a  pragmatic  ad¬ 
ministrative  framework. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Board  believes 
that,  for  the  reasons  stated.  Part  221  of 
its  Economic  Regulations  and  section 
403(b)  of  the  Act  require  that  carrier 
practices  pertaining  to  the  provision  of 
interrupted-trip  amenities  are  matters 
which  should  now  be  contained  in  air 
carrier  tariffs.  Specifically,  we  think  it 
essential  that  the  basic  rules  affecting  the 
kind,  nature,  and  distribution  of  inter¬ 
rupted-trip  amenities  be  made  known 
to  the  public  and  to  the  Board.”  As  a 
minimum,  we  would  expect  carriers  to 
file  basic  statements  in  their  tariffs  of 
their  interrupted-trip  policies,  setting 
forth  in  general  the  services  and  ameni¬ 
ties  provided  and  the  conditions  imder 
which  these  are  made  available,  showing 
in  particular  any  distinctions  made  on 
the  basis  of  class  of  service,  and  includ¬ 
ing  also  a  statement  as  to  whether,  and 
to  what  extent,  the  amenities  are  pro¬ 
vided  only  upon  request  and  are  not 
made  known  to  passengers  by  either 
written  or  oral  notice  of  availability. 

The  carriers  argue  that  these  matters 
are  inappropriate  for  tariff  filing  because 
of  the  flexibility  necessary  to  cope  with 
the  varied  needs  of  passengers.  They  as¬ 
sert  such  filings  would  limit  the  neces¬ 
sary  flexibility  of  response,  result  in  slow 
attention,  and,  by  increasing  costs,  possi¬ 
bly  cause  a  reduction  in  Interrupt^-trip 
services.”  While  there  is  undoubtedly 
some  merit  to  the  carriers’  contention 
that  highly  specific  rules  filed  in  the 
tariffs  would  cause  some  restriction  in 
the  carriers’  ability  to  meet  some  situa- 


Moreover,  we  feel  that  an  enforcement 
approach  would  be  somewhat  heavyhanded 
and  Inequitable  to  the  carriers  In  view  of  the 
Board's  past  lack  of  a  cognizable  position 
with  respect  to  these  practices,  and  would 
not  in  any  case  materially  aid  the  consumers 
of  air  transportation  vis-a-vis  the  carriers. 

“  Our  present  position  does  not  represent 
a  change  in  prior  policy  but  a  clarification  of 
our  Interpretation  of  the  Act  and  Part  221 
of  the  Economic  Regulations  in  an  area  upon 
which  the  Board  has  not  previously  focused 
its  attention  and  wherein  the  Board  has  not 
expressed  any  concrete  policy. 

United  estimates  that  its  interrupted- 
trip  expenditures  would  increase  from 
•1,600,000  to  •4,000,000  annually  if  its  first- 
class  amenities  were  made  available  regard¬ 
less  of  class.  Most  of  this  increase  would  pre¬ 
sumably  be  due  to  added  hotel  costs,  t^ile 
this  percentage  increase,  if  accurate,  would 
be  substantial,  the  absolute  amount  is  negli¬ 
gible  compared  to  typical  air  carrier  public 
relations  and  advertising  costs. 


tions,  this  should  not  be  the  case  with  the 
filing  of  basic  statements  of  policy,  as 
we  have  suggested.  Some  carriers  have 
already  shown  more  than  sufficient  detail 
in  their  comments  and  guidelines.” 

With  respect  to  the  discrimination 
issue,  we  feel  that  such  filings  as  we 
hereby  suggest  will  more  clearly  deline¬ 
ate  the  exact  practices  of  the  carriers  and 
will  serve  to  focus  our  inquiry  more  pre¬ 
cisely.  To  the  extent  that  the  carriers’ 
filings  appear  to  be  unlawfully  discrimi¬ 
natory,  the  Board  can  investigate 
further. 

While  we  do  not  wish  to  unduly  burden 
carriers  with  tariff  filings,  we  beleive  that 
the  Act  requires  such  filings  and  that 
the  traveling  public  has  a  right  to  be 
informed  of  the  carriers’  basic  rules  af¬ 
fecting  the  distribution  of  interrupted- 
trip  amenities.  We  are  not  persuaded  by 
the  comments  that  the  filing  of  a  sum¬ 
mary  statement  would  be  an  imdue  bur¬ 
den  on  the  carriers  or  that  it  would  un¬ 
duly  restrict  a  carrier’s  ability  to  respond 
flexibly  to  valid  emergency  situations. 
Nor,  in  the  final  analysis,  are  we  per¬ 
suaded  that  a  Board  finding  of  unlawful 
discrimination  in  the  case  of  service  class 
distinctions  filed  in  tariffs  would  lead, 
as  implied  in  the  comments,  to  a  ter¬ 
mination  of  certain  amenities. 

In  light  of  the  Board’s  views  herein 
and  consonant  with  our  expressed  pur¬ 
poses,  the  Board  expects  that  all  certifi¬ 
cated  carriers  providing  interrupted-trip 
amenities  to  passengers  will  file  appro¬ 
priate  tariffs  consistent  with  this  order 
within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date 
hereof,  effective  on  not  less  than  45  days’ 
notice.  The  provision  of  any  such  ameni¬ 
ties  by  any  certificated  carrier  subse¬ 
quent  to  this  period  shall  be  viewed  as 
prima  facie  evidence  of  violation  of  the 
Act  and  the  Board’s  Economic  Regula¬ 
tions  in  the  absence  of  such  u  filing  by 
such  a  carrier,  provided  that  after  such 
filing  carriers  may  provide  services  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  filed  tariffs  until  the 
effective  date  thereof. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  The  motion  of  Aldo  Del  Noce  for  re¬ 
view  of  the  decision  of  the  Director,  BOE, 
declining  to  institute  an  enforcement 
proceeding  based  upon  his  complaint  in 
Docket  21385  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied 
to  the  extent  deferred  in  Order  70-7-53 
(July  13,  1970). 

2.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
parties  herein,  upon  carriers  Allegheny 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Na¬ 
tional  Airlines,  Inc.,  Northeast  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
and  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  upon  the  Air 
Transport  Association,  and  upon  all  other 


>‘United’8  claim,  that  a  tariff  provision 
limiting  hotel  accommodations  to  first-class 
passengers  would  prevent  its  personnel  from 
responding  to  the  emergency  needs  of  coach 
passengers,  is  too  simplistic.  As  we  have  al¬ 
ready  suggested,  what  we  believe  to  be  re¬ 
quired  is  fair  notice  of  the  basic  kinds  of 
distinctions  drawn  among  passengers;  each 
carrier  would  therefore  be  able  to  provide 
for  categories  of  “emergency  cases"  such 
as  the  handicapped,  the  elderly,  or  unaccom¬ 
panied  minors. 
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carriers  certificated  by  the  Board  to  pro¬ 
vide  air  transportation. 

3.  This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

I  seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-9110  Filed  6  15-72:8:49  am] 


I  Docket  No.  24539;  Order  72-6-43] 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Investigation  and 
Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  June  1972. 

By  tariff  revisions  ’  marked  to  become 
effective  June  24, 1972,  Eastern  Air  Lines, 
Inc.  (Eastern),  proposes  to  provide  for 
the  use  of  dual  configurated  DC-9  and 
B-727  aircraft  in  its  shuttle  services. 
The  effect  of  the  proposal  is  to  permit 
Eastern  to  utilize  in  its  shuttle  markets 
aircraft  which  are  now  used  to  provide 
first-class  and  coach  services  in  other 
markets.  The  present  shuttle  (coach) 
fares  would  apply  in  both  the  forward 
and  the  aft  compartments.  The  current 
air  shuttle  operation  employs  single  con¬ 
figuration  DC-9’s  as  first-section  aircraft 
and  single-configuration  Electras  as 
backups. 

Eastern  alleges  that  the  dual-config¬ 
uration  aircraft  will  be  used  only  as 
backup  equipment  and  for  unplanned 
substitutions  on  first  sections,  and  that 
the  purpose  of  the  revision  is  to  allow 
it  to  phase  out  the  Electras  with  B-727’s. 
Eastern  alleges  that  the  single-configu¬ 
ration  DC-9’s  will  continue  to  account 
for  the  vast  bulk  of  the  shuttle  opera¬ 
tions  and  estimates  that  the  B-727 ’s  will 
account  for  approximately  10  percent  of 
total  shuttle  departures  for  the  July- 
December  peri(xl  of  1972,  with  forw'ard 
compartment  seats  offered  at  the  coach 
fare  amounting  to  less  than  3  percent 
of  the  total  seats  offered  during  that 
period. 

The  carrier  alleges  that  a  dual¬ 
configuration  aircraft  can  be  operated 
at  two  fare  levels  only  by  establishing 
ticketing  and  seat  selection  on  the 
ground  and  that  this  is  obviously  im¬ 
practical  within  the  scope  of  current 
shuttle  operations;  that  (Charging  a 
single  level  fare  on  dual-configuration 
aircraft  in  shuttle  markets  does  not  have 
the  ramifications  that  would  occur  in 
other  markets;  that  there  will  be  no 
different  service  in  the  front  than  in  the 
rear  compartment  and  the  only  differ¬ 
ence  would  be  that  passengers  in  the 
front  compartment  would  have  a  wider 
seat  and  more  leg  room;  and  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  short  duration  of  the  trip, 
the  more  commodious  spac^e  will  be  of 
less  value  to  the  passenger  than  on  a 
longer  trip. 

Esistem  alleges  that  it  does  not  intend 
to  promote  the  substitute  aircraft  in  or¬ 
der  to  gain  a  competitive  advantage  over 


•  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishers, 
Inc.,  agent,  tariff  CAB  No.  65. 


Other  carriers  in  the  market;  that  it  is 
difficult  to  imagine  that  the  introduction 
of  dual-configuration  B-727  e<juipment 
as  second-section  aircraft  would  have 
any  noticeable  mariteting  effect  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  passengers  generally  in¬ 
tend  to  arrive  for  the  first-section  de¬ 
parture  and  only  unintentionally  end  up 
traveling  on  a  second  section;  and  that  it 
is  merely  attempting  to  retain  the  sched¬ 
uling  flexibility  and  aircraft  utilization 
implicit  in  use  of  B-727  equipment  with¬ 
out  modifying  the  successful  concept  of 
a  guaranteed  seat  without  a  reservation. 

Northeast  Airlines,  Inc.  (Northeast), 
has  filed  a  complaint  requesting  that 
Eastern’s  proposal  be  suspended  and 
investigated  alleging  that,  while  Eastern 
has  given  its  assurance  that  the  use  of 
B-727  aircraft  will  be  limited,  there  is 
no  restriction  whatsoever  in  the  tariff, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  simple  matter 
for  Eastern  to  introduce  as  many  dual¬ 
configuration  aircraft  into  shuttle  serv¬ 
ice  as  they  wish  by  merely  changing 
their  operating  policies,  without  Board 
control.  Northeast  also  alleges  that  shut¬ 
tle  fares  are  already  imderpriced  and 
tliat  the  additional  giveaway  of  first- 
class  ai^commodations  at  coach  fares  is 
wholly  unwarranted;  that  while  Eastern 
has  alleged  that  there  are  no  alterna¬ 
tives  to  its  proposal.  Eastern  could  op¬ 
erate  second  sections  in  single-config¬ 
uration  aircraft  or  the  first-class  section 
could  be  blocked  off  leaving  over  70 
percent  of  the  aircraft  available  for  use. 
In  addition.  Northeast  alleges  that  it  is 
not  necessary  to  provide  ground  ticket¬ 
ing  service  in  order  to  collect  a  different 
fare  in  the  first-class  compartment. 

Northeast  further  alleges  that  East¬ 
ern's  domination  of  the  shuttle  markets 
does  not  serve  the  public  in  general; 
and  that  Eastern’s  domination  prevents 
other  carriers  from  profitably  operating 
through  flights  beyond  the  shuttle  mar¬ 
kets  since  the  through  flights  depend 
upon  local  traffic  w’hich  moves  on  East¬ 
ern  flights. 

In  answer  to  the  complaint.  Eastern 
alleges  that  the  fact  that  it  is  the 
dominant  carrier  in  the  market  is  no 
argument  against  its  efforts  to  introduce 
cost  savings  and  economies  in  the  shut¬ 
tle  markets;  and  that  Northeast  has  not 
pointed  to  any  beyond  segment  market 
w'hich  requires  additional  frequencies 
which  it  supposedly  would  operate  if 
Eastern  was  a  lesser  competitor  in  the 
shuttle  markets.  Eastern  sdleges  that  the 
premium  ordinarily  charged  passengers 
traveling  in  the  forw’ard  compartment 
is  based  not  on  cost  but  value  of  service 
considerations  w'hich  are  nonexistent 
with  respect  to  backup  service.  Eastern 
also  reiterates  that  its  use  of  dual-con¬ 
figuration  aircraft  in  shuttle  service  will 
be  limited  solely  to  extra-section  opera¬ 
tions;  and  alleges  that  Northeast’s  sug¬ 
gested  alternatives  are  not  acceptable. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  tariff  filing, 
the  complaint  and  answer  thereto,  and 
all  other  relevant  matters,  the  Board 
finds  that  the  proposal  may  be  unjust 
or  unreasonable,  or  unjustly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  or  unduly  preferential,  or  un¬ 
duly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  unlawful, 
and  should  be  investigated.  The  Board 


further  concludes  that  the  proposal 
should  be  suspended  pending  investiga¬ 
tion. 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  tariff 
do  not  restrict  the  use  of  dual -configured 
aircraft  to  backup  flights  and  unplanned 
substitutions  for  a  transition  period  in 
its  operational  plan  for  the  shuttle  serv¬ 
ice  as  Eastern  may  well  intend.  Also, 
the  tariff,  £is  filed,  would  apply  indefi¬ 
nitely.  We  are  unable  to  discern  any 
basis  for  the  unrestricted  use  of  dual- 
configuration  aircraft  in  shuttle  service 
for  an  indefinite  period  of  time  (and 
at  present  fare  levels)  as  the  proposed 
tariff  would  permit,  and  for  this  reason, 
we  will  suspend. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204,  403,  404,  and  1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  provisions  appli¬ 
cable  to  B-727  and  DC-9-31  Type  of 
Aircraft  for  Seating  Configurations  Air 
Shuttle  on  49th  Revised  Page  15  of  Air¬ 
line  Tariff  Publishers,  Inc.,  agents’  CAB 
No.  65  provisions  and  rules,  regulations, 
and  practices  affecting  such  provisions, 
are  or  will  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
justly  discriminatory,  unduly  preferen¬ 
tial,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
unlawful,  and  if  found  to  be  unlawful,  to 
determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful  pro¬ 
visions.  and  mles,  regulations,  or  prac¬ 
tices  affecting  such  provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decisions  by 
the  Board,  the  provisions  applicable  to 
B-727  and  DC-9-31  Type  of  Aircraft  for 
Seating  Configurations  Air  Shuttle  on 
49th  Revised  Page  15  of  Airline  Tariff 
Publishers,  Inc.,  agents’  CAB  No.  65  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to  and 
including  September  21,  1972,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that 
no  changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board; 

3.  Except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein,  the  complaint  in  D<x;ket  24491  is 
hereby  dismissed; 

4.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  Examiner 
of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  here¬ 
after  to  be  designated;  and 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  in  the 
aforesaid  tariffs  and  be  served  upon 
Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Northeast 
Airlines,  Inc.,  which  are  hereby  made 
parties  to  this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

I  SEAL  1  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc, 72-9109  Filed  6-15-72:8:49  am] 
[Docket  No.  24475] 

NOVO  CORP. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Approval  of 
Application 

ApplicaticHi  of  Novo  Corp.  for  approval 
pursuant  to  section  408  of  the  Federal 
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Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 
Docket  24475. 

Notice  is  hereby  ^ven,  pursuant  to  the 
statutory  requirements  of  section  408(b) 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  that  the  imdersigned  intends 
to  issue  the  attached  order  imder  dele¬ 
gated  authority.  Interested  persons  are 
hereby  afforded  a  period  of  10  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice  within  which  to 
file  comments  or  request  a  hearing  with 
respect  to  the  action  proposed  in  the 
order. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  9, 
1972. 

[seal]  a.  M.  Andrews, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Operating  Rights. 

Order  or  Approval 

Application  of  Novo  Corp.  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  408  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1058,  as  amended;  Docket  04476. 

Pursuant  to  section  408  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act), 
Novo  Corp  (Novo)  requests  that  the  Bockrd 
approve  the  acquisition  of  control  by  Novo 
of  a  49-percent  ownership  Interest  in  John  G. 
Stephenson  &  Co.  Pty.,  Ltd.  (Stephenson). 

Novo  is  a  diversified  company  which  con¬ 
trols,  among  other  entitles,  two  indirect  air 
carriers.  Novo  Airfreight  Corp.  which  engages 
in  domestic  air  freight  forwarding  pursuant 
to  Part  296  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regula¬ 
tions.  and  Novo  International  Corp.  doing 
business  as  Novo  International  Airfreight, 
which  enagages  in  international  air  freight 
forwarding  pursuant  to  Part  297.  Novo  Corp. 
also  holds  60  percent  of  the  stock  of  Novo 
International  Airfreight  (Far  East)  8A-. 
which  engages  in  air  freight  forwarding, 
clearing  and  distribution  in  Japan.  Hong 
Kong,  the  Philliplnes,  and  the  Republic  of 
Korea.*  Stephenson  and  its  whoUy  owned 
subsidiaries,  John  O.  Stephenson  (Cartage) 
Pty.,  Ltd.,  and  John  O.  Stephenson  (Freight) 
Pty.,  Ltd.,  engage  in  air  freight  and  maritime 
forwarding  and  in  customs  brokerage  in 
Australia.  Novo  International  does  not  en¬ 
gage  in  air  freight  forwarding  operations  in 
Australia. 

Under  the  terms  of  their  agreement.  Novo 
proposes  to  acquire  8,436  of  Stephenson's 
7,012  Issued  shares  for  $312,000.  Though  the 
acquisition  agreement  does  not  specifically  so 
state,  neither  Novo  nor  Novo  International 
Corp.  will  perform  outbound  air  freight  for¬ 
warding  services  to  the  United  States  from 
Australia  so  long  as  Novo  remains  a  major 
holder  of  Stephenson’s  stock  and  such  service 
is  provided  by  Stephenson  or  its  related  com¬ 
panies.* 

In  support  of  the  application  Novo  con¬ 
tends  that,  as  the  Board  observed  in  the 
recent  Novo  Corporation — Estate  of  Edward 
L.  Richter  proceeding,*  Novo  Airfreight  has 
not  been  able  to  establish  Itself  as  a  material 
factor  in  international  air  freight  forward¬ 
ing;  and  that  the  present  arrangement,  like 
a  previously  approved  agreement  between 
Novo  and  Everett  Steamship  Corp.  regarding 
air  freight  forwarding  services  in  the  Far 
East,*  is  designed  to  help  alleviate  that  prob- 


*See  Order  72-2-40,  Feb.  11,  1972. 

■  Novo  has  so  stated  in  its  application,  and 
disposition  of  the  application  is  made  in 
reliance  on  such  representation. 

•Order  71-4-41,  Apr.  7,  1971,  initial  deci¬ 
sion,  p.  12. 

« Order  72-2-40,  I^b.  11, 1972. 


lem  by  providing  Novo  market  Identity  and 
exposure  in  Aiutralla. 

No  comments  relative  to  the  application 
have  been  received. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
concluded  that  Novo  Corp.  is  a  person  in  con¬ 
trol  of  an  air  carrier  and  Stephenson  is  a  per¬ 
son  engaged  in  a  phase  of  aeronautics,  both 
within  the  meaning  of  section  408  of  the 
Act,  and  that  the  transaction  described 
herein  is  subject  to  subsection  (a)  (6) 
thereof.  However,  it  is  further  concluded  that 
the  application  does  not  affect  the  control  of 
an  air  carrier  directly  engaged  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  aircraft  in  air  transportation,  does 
not  result  in  creating  a  monc^oly,  and  does 
not  tend  to  restrain  competition.  Further¬ 
more,  no  person  disclosing  a  substantial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceeding  is  currently  request¬ 
ing  a  hearing,  nor  does  the  public  interest 
require  one.*  The  relationship  is  similar  to 
ot.hers  which  have  been  approved  by  the 
Board  and  do  not  present  any  new  substan¬ 
tive  issues.*  The  arrangement  appears  to  pro¬ 
vide  Novo  with  an  opportunity  to  expand  its 
international  freight  operations  by  use  of 
an  established  market  identity,  without  any 
effect  on  the  manner  in  which  its  U.S.-ba8ed 
international  forwarder.  Novo  International, 
conducts  its  outbound  operations.  Therefore, 
it  appears  that  the  conditions  of  section  408 
of  the  Act  have  been  met  and  that  iqjproval 
of  this  application  will  not  be  Inconsistent 
with  the  public  Interest. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated  by 
the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR 
385.13,  it  is  found  that  the  foregoing  control 
relationships  should  be  approved  without  a 
hearing  under  the  third  proviso  of  section 
408(b)  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

The  control  of  John  C.  Stephenson  Co. 
Pty.,  Ltd.,  by  the  Novo  Corp.  be  and  it  hereby 
is  approved. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board  for 
review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the  Board’s 
regulations.  14  CFR  385.50,  may  file  such 
petitions  within  10  days  after  the  date  of 
this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  become 
the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
upon  expiration  of  the  above  period  unless 
within  such  period  a  petition  for  review 
thereof  is  filed,  or  the  Board  gives  notice  that 
it  will  review  this  order  on  its  own  motion. 

[SEAL]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-9108  Filed  6-15-72;8:49  am] 


*  Notice  of  Intent  to  dispose  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  without  a  bearing  has  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  a  copy  of  such 
notice  has  been  furnished  to  the  Attorney 
General  in  accordance  with  sec.  408(b)  of 
the  Act. 

•  See  Wings  and  Wheels  Express,  Inc., 
Order  71-7-60,  July  9,  1971;  Del  Monte  Corp., 
Order  71-8-90,  June  16,  1971;  Emery  Air 
Freight  Corp.,  Order  71-8-88,  May  18,  1971, 
and  Novo  Oorp.,  Order  72-2-40,  Feb.  11,  1972, 
wherein  various  indirect  air  carriers  or  per¬ 
sons  who  controlled  such  carriers  have  each 
been  permitted  to  acquire  eqxxlty  interests 
in  local  corporations  conducting  outboimd 
air  freight  forwarding  operations  from  for¬ 
eign  lands. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(Dockets  No.  42,  44,  45,  48] 

CANCELLATION  OF  REGISTRATION  OF 

HERBICIDE  2,4,5-T(2,4,5-TRICHL0- 

ROPHENOXYACETIC  ACID) 

Notice  of  Objection  and  Request  for 
Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
5  164.20  of  the  rules  of  practice  (37  F.R. 
9476)  issued  pursuant  to  the  Federal  In¬ 
secticide,  F*ungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  135-135k),  that 
objections  and  requests  for  a  public 
hearing  were  filed  by  the  Dow  Chemical 
Co.,  imder  protest,  and  Transvaal,  Inc. 
in  connection  with  cancellations  of  reg¬ 
istrations  of  economic  poisons  contain¬ 
ing  the  herbicide  2,4,5-T(2,4,5-Trichloro- 
phenoxy acetic  acid).  These  proceedings 
were  consolidated  with  similar  proceed¬ 
ings  instituted  by  Amchem  Products. 
Inc.,  and  Thompson-Hayward  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  who  had  previously  filed  objec¬ 
tions  and  requested  hearings  with  re¬ 
spect  to  cancellations  of  registrations  of 
economic  poisons  containing  2,4,5-T. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  dockets  of  these  proceedings  on 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Room  3125, 
South  Agriculture  Building,  12th  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Robert  W.  Fri, 

Acting  Administrator. 

June  13,  1972. 

(PR  Doc.72-9111  FUed  6-15-72;8;51  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  19500, 19501;  FCC  72-420] 

ATS  MOBILE  TELEPHONE,  INC. 

ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Applications  for  Con¬ 
solidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues; 

Correction 

In  regard  applications  of  ATS  Mobile 
Telephone,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  19500,  File 
No.  4034-C2-P-70;  Paul  D.  Jones  &  Jon 
N.  Farrington,  doing  business  as  Coun¬ 
cil  Bluffs  Mobilephone,  Docket  No.  19501, 
FUe  No.  2675-C2-P-70;  Curtin  Call  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  19502, 
File  No.  4032-C2-P-70,  for  construction 
permits  to  establish  new  facilities  in  the 
domestic  public  land  mobile  service  at 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa;  and  In  regard 
applications  of  ATS  Mobile  Telephone, 
Inc.,  FUes  Nos.  4033-C2-P-(4)-70,  7983- 
C2-P-(3)-70;  Paul  D.  Jones  &  Jon  N. 


lto.117— PtI - S 


FEDEIAL  lEGISTER,  VOL  37,  NO.  117— FRIDAY,  JUNE  16.  1972 


11992 


NOTICES 


Farrington,  doing  business  as  Council 
Bluffs  Mobilephone,  Pile  No.  2674-C2-P- 
70;  Curtin  Call  Communications,  Inc., 
File  No.  3743-C2-P-71,  for  construction 
permits  to  establish  new  facilities  in 
the  domestic  public  land  mobile  service 
at  Omaha,  Nebraska  and  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa.  Paul  D.  Jones,  doing  business  as 
Answer  All  of  Grand  Island,  Assignor, 
and  Charles  P.  Oden,  doing  business  as 
Oden  Communications  Co.,  Assignee,  File 
No.  2239-C2-AP/AIj-(2)-72,  for  consent 
to  assignment  of  license  of  Station 
KLF552  and  construction  permit  of  Sta¬ 
tion  KSV931  at  Grand  Island,  Nebr.;  in 
regard  petitions  for  the  institution  of 
revocation  proceedings  against  ATS  Mo¬ 
bile  Telephone,  Inc.,  Piles  Nos.  7275-C2- 
ML-70,  5209-L-70,  permittee  of  Stations 
KMB512  and  KQZ745,  Omaha,  Nebr.; 
Ciulain  Call  Communications,  Inc.,  Files 
Nos.  6525-C2-AL-(3)-70,  1713-C2-B-69, 
7288-C2-Ij-70,  751-C2-Rr-69,  licensee  of 
Stations  KLF478,  KSD318,  and  KGZ785, 
Madison,  Wis.;  Licensee  of  Station 
KRS630  at  La  Crosse,  Wis.,  FUe  No. 
1811-C2-L-71;  permittee  of  Station 
KSV988  at  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  File  No. 
6800-C2-P-70;  permittee  of  Station 
KSV989  at  Pond  du  Lac,  Wis.,  Pile  No. 
6799-C2-P-70;  permittee  of  Station 
KSV995  at  Janesville,  Wis.,  FUe  No. 
7519-C2-P-70;  licensee  of  Station  KFQ 
940  at  Clayton,  Mo.,  FUe  No.  2735-C2- 
ML-70;  Errata  re  PCC  72-420  (37  F.R. 
11199). 

1.  The  caption  for  the  memorandum 
opinion  and  order  (FCC  72-420,  Mimeo 
No.  75750)  released  June  1,  1972,  is 
amended  as  foUows: 

After  “For  Construction  Permits  to 
Establish  New  Facilities  in  the  Domestic 
Public  Land  Mobile  Service  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  CoimcU  Bluffs,  Iowa.'’  insert 
the  foUowing: 

Curtain  CaU  CTommunications,  Inc., 
FUe  Nos.  6063-C2-P-70,  6801-C2-P-70, 
6975-C2-P-70,  for  construction  permits 
to  establish  new  faculties  in  the  domestic 
public  land  mobUe  radio  service  at  Wau¬ 
sau,  and  Eau  Claire,  Wis. 

2.  Delete  paragraph  65;  and  renumber 
paragraph  66  as  paragraph  65. 

3.  Amend  paragraph  64  by  deleting  the 
period  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph,  and 
in  its  place  inserting  a  semicolon  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  word  “and”. 

Released:  June  8, 1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  SEAL  ]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-9101  FUed  6-15-72;8:51  am] 
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COMMUNICATIONS  AND  SYSTEMS, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Inquiry  Regarding  Frequency 
Assignment  Techniques  Study 

In  the  matter  of  the  report  on  a  study 
of  frequency  assignment  techniques  for 
microwave  systems  prepared  for  the 
Commission  by  Communications  and 
Systems,  Inc.  (subsidiary  of  Computer 
Sciences  CJorp.) ,  Docket  No.  19517. 


1.  In  June  of  1969,  the  Commission 
awarded  a  contract  to  Communications 
and  Systems,  Inc.  (a  subsidiary  of  Com¬ 
puter  Sciences  (Torp.) ,  to  conduct  a  study 
of  “Frequency  Assignment  Techniques 
for  Microwave  Systems.”  The  general  ob¬ 
jective  of  Phase  I  of  the  two-part  study 
was  to  analyze  the  present  frequency  as¬ 
signment  techniques  and  utilization  of 
the  frequency  bands  allocated  to  micro- 
wave  fixed  point-to-point  radio  services 
between  1850  MHz  and  13,250  MHz  and  to 
recommend  changes  which  would  result 
in  the  more -effective  utilization  of  the 
spectrum  by  these  services  and  which 
would  be  practicaUe  in  consideration  of 
technical,  economic,  social,  and  adminis¬ 
trative  aspects  of  the  recommended 
changes.  Phase  n  of  the  study  had,  as  its 
general  objective,  to  examine  and  analyze 
the  results  of  Phase  I  to  determine  the 
mechanics  of  data  gathering,  identifica¬ 
tion  of  specific  data  to  be  gathered,  and 
how  the  data  should  be  stored,  processed, 
and  analyzed  to  bring  about  the  objective 
of  more  effective  use  of  the  microwave 
frequencies.  CSC  has  completed  its  study 
and  the  results  are  contained  in  its  final 
r^wrts  (hereafter  called  the  CSC  report) 
on  Phase  I  and  Phase  n  submitted  in 
February  1971,  and  February  1972,  re¬ 
spectively.  Both  reports  have  been  pub¬ 
lished  and  copies  may  be  obtained  from 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service  in  accordance  with  details  given 
in  paragraph  4  of  this  notice. 

2.  Commission  study  and  evaluation  of 
the  findings  and  recommendations  are  in 
process.  It  is  evident  that  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  recommendations  would  have 
a  farreaching  effect  on  microwave  radio 
systems,  especially  on  the  methods  of  as¬ 
signment  and  management  of  the  radio 
spectrum  allocated  to  these  systems.  Un¬ 
derstandably,  the  report  has  generated 
much  interest  and  discussion.  We  believe 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  the 
views  of  interested  persons  thereon  so 
as  to  have  as  broad  a  basis  as  possible  for 
any  determination  we  may  reach. 

3.  Accordingly,  we  hereby  invite  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  submit  comments,  views, 
and  information  relevant  to  the  matters 
covered  in  the  CSC  report.  The  com¬ 
ments  may  be  directed  to  the  entire  re¬ 
port  or  to  any  part  or  aspect  of  it  on 
which  the  respcmdent  may  feel  partic¬ 
ularly  interest^  or  qualified.  It  should 
be  emphasized  that  the  purpose  of  this 
inquiry  Is  primarily  to  enable  us  to  eval¬ 
uate  better  the  impact  on  the  industry 
of  CSC’s  findings  and  recommendations 
and  to  provide  a  forum  for  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  important  work.  Accordingly, 
all  comments  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  that  we  feel  they  are  helpful  to 
our  considerations  of  this  work,  but  we 
do  not  at  this  time  anticipate  issuing 
any  report  on  the  comments  received 
except  to  the  extent  they  may  be  relevant 
to  any  rule  making  proposals  that  may 
ensue. 

4.  Copies  of  the  CSC  Report,  “Fre¬ 
quency  Assignment  Techniques  for 
Microwave  Systems,”  may  be  obtained 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  Springfield,  Va.  22151.  A 
copy  of  the  original  Commission  work 
statement  is  attached. 


Report 

Accession 

Price  per  Toluine 

I’riiited 

Mlcroflche 

Phase  I: 

Vol.  I _ 

..  PB  206-747 

$6.00 

$0.<)5 

Vol.  ir.... 

..  PB  205-74H 

3.00 

.!« 

Phase  11 _ 

..  PB  207-63U 

3.00 

.US 

5.  Interested  persons  may  submit 
their  comments  by  August  31,  1972.  An 
original  and  14  copies  of  each  response 
should  be  filed. 

Adopted:  June  1, 1972. 

Released:  June  12, 1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Work  Statement 

FREQUENCY  ASSIGNMENT  TECHNIQUES  FOR 
MICROWAVE  RADIO  SYSTEMS 

Phase  I 

General  objective.  The  general  ob¬ 
jective  of  Phase  I  of  this  contract  is  to 
analyze  the  present  frequency  assign¬ 
ment  techniques  and  utilization  of  the 
frequency  bands  allocated  to  micro- 
wave  fixed  point-to-point  radio  serv¬ 
ices  between  1850  MHz  and  13,250  MHz 
and  to  recommend  changes  which 
would  result  in  the  more  effective  utili¬ 
zation  of  the  spectrum  by  these  serv¬ 
ices  and  would  be  practicable  when 
consideration  is  given  to  the  technical, 
economic,  social  and  administrative 
aspects  of  the  recommended  changes. 

Specific  areas  of  investigation.  In 
considering  the  requirements  and 
characteristics  of  the  systems  to  be 
accommodated,  the  contractor  shall: 

(1)  Review  for  background  informa¬ 
tion  the  current  frequency  assignment 
policies  and  procedures  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  respect  to  microwave  radio 
stations  and/or  systems  in  all  radio 
services,  including  the  effect  of  existing 
eligibility  requirements,  block  alloca¬ 
tions  policies,  licensing  procedures, 
reliability  criteria,  and  technical  stand¬ 
ards  upon  the  practicable  density  of 
microwave  radio  relay  assignments. 

(2)  Assess  and  evaluate  the  present 
systems  in  which  separate  bands  of 
frequencies  are  allocated  for  Broad¬ 
cast  Auxiliaries,  Common  Carrier  Fixed 
and  Operational  Fixed  Systems,  e.g.. 
Industrial,  Public  Safety,  Land  Trans¬ 
portation,  Aviation  and  Marine  Radio 
Services.  The  Community  Antenna  Re¬ 
lay  Service  shares  part  of  one  Broad¬ 
cast  Auxiliaries  band.  The  major  point 
for  consideration  is  whether  the  pres¬ 
ent  “block”  structure  should  be  re¬ 
tained  or  whether  it  should  be  partially 
or  totally  abandoned  in  favor  of  multi¬ 
service  sharing  of  the  various  allo¬ 
cated  bands.  The  evaluation  criterion 
should  be  the  most  effective  feasible 
use  of  the  allocated  bands.  The  po¬ 
tential  effects  of  current  and  new  tech¬ 
nological  developments  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  this  evaluation. 


>  Commissioners  Robert  E.  Lee  and  John¬ 
son  absent. 
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(3)  Analyze  and  report  upon  the 
following  factors  and  specific  questions: 

(a)  Reliability  in  microwave  radio 
relay  systems: 

1.  How  should  reliability  be  specified? 

2.  What  is  the  degree  of  reliability 
appropriate  for  various  grades  or 
classes  of  service? 

3.  What  techniques  should  be  used 
to  obtain  reliability  and  how  do  they 
compare  in  effectiveness  and  cost? 

4.  How  is  reliability  related  to  the 
frequency  used? 

5.  How  is  reliability  related  to  the 
path  length? 

6.  How  is  reliability  related  to  system 
installation  cost? 

7.  How  is  reliability  related  to  sys¬ 
tem  operating  cost? 

(b)  Technical  merits  of  modulation 
systems  for  accommodating  maximum 
information  in  a  minimum  radio  fre¬ 
quency  bandwidth: 

8.  What  are  the  relative  requirements 
‘  for  bandwidth  as  between  modulating 
1  systems? 

9.  What  technical  standards  are 
required? 

10.  What  are  related  relative  costs? 

(c)  Technical  and  economic  consider¬ 
ations  affecting  the  density  of  systems: 

11.  With  frequency  bands  and  geog¬ 
raphy  as  fixed  parameters,  what  other 
technical  and  economic  factors  affect 
the  practicable  density  of  systems? 

12.  What  practicable  increases  in 
the  effective  assignment  of  frequencies 
could  be  realized  by  modifying  techni¬ 
cal  factors  (e.g.  antennas)  ? 

13.  How  do  these  factors  (other  than 
frequency  band  and  geography)  affect 
administrative  costs  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  operating  costs  for  the  licensee, 
communications  costs  for  the  user? 

(d)  Determination  of  interference 
criteria: 

14.  What  criteria  should  be  used  in 
predicting  the  probable  occurrence  of 
Interference  to  planned  microwave 
systems? 

15.  What  parameters  should  be  used 
and  what  technical  standards  (both 
transmitting  and  receiving)  should  be 
adopted  in  order  to  achieve  a  maximum 
practicable  density  of  systems? 

116.  What  order  of  increase  in  relay 
or  terminal  station  population  would 
these  standards  permit,  as  compared 
with  present  assignment  practices? 

(e)  Basic  data  requirements: 

17.  What  basic  data  (engineering  or 
7:  other)  is  needed  concerning  each  sys- 
'i  tern  and  its  individual  stations  in  order 
to  realize  the  increased  effectiveness  of 
frequency  usage  (density  of  systems) 
described  in  (c)  above? 

18.  What  would  be  tjie  economic  bur- 
i  den  that  the  collection  and  evaluation 
1  of  such  data  would  impose  upon  appli¬ 
cants  and  upon  the  Commission? 

(f)  Feasibility  of  early  expansion  in¬ 
to  higher  microwave  bands  (above  13,250 
MHz) : 

19.  What  technological  problems  must 
be  overcome? 


20.  What  new  techniques,  materials, 
and  components  promise  to  accelerate 
early  expansion  into  higher  frequency 
bands? 

21.  What  reasonable  regulatory  steps 
may  the  Commission  imdertake  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  or  encourage  such  expansion? 

( g )  Organization  of  engineering : 

22.  To  obtain  maximum  effectiveness, 
should  system  engineering  be  done  by 
a  centralized  organization  for  all 
systems? 

23.  Should  systems  engineering  be 
provided  by  a  number  of  organizations 
and  individuals  whose  work  is  moni¬ 
tored  and/or  reviewed  by  a  central 
organization? 

24.  What,  if  any,  would  be  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  effectiveness  of  these 
approaches? 

Phase  II 

General  objective.  The  general  ob¬ 
jective  of  Phase  n  of  this  contract  is  to 
examine  and  analyze  the  results  of 
Phase  I  to  determine  the  mechanics  of 
data  gathering.  Identification  of  specific 
data  to  be  gathered,  and  how  the  data 
should  be  stored,  processed,  and  an¬ 
alyzed  to  bring  about  the  objective  of 
more  effective  use  of  the  microwave 
frequencies. 

Specific  areas  of  investigation.  (1)  De¬ 
termine  what  data  is  needed  from  each 
microwave  station  and  system  to  enable 
the  systems  engineering  and  reviewing 
authorities  to  most  effectively  select  and 
assign  frequencies  as  recommended  in 
Phase  I. 

(2)  Determine  the  most  efficient 
method  of  collecting  the  data  identified 
in  (1)  above  from  present  licensees  and 
from  new  applicants. 

(3)  Determine  the  format  of  form 
letters,  punched  data  cards,  etc.,  that 
would  be  required  to  collect  the  needed 
data. 

(4)  Determine  the  analytical  tech¬ 
nique  most  suitable  for  analyzing  the 
required  data  to  determine  if  the  ob¬ 
jective  of  this  study  is  being  met.  If  a 
math  model  is  felt  to  be  useful  in  this 
effort,  it  should  be  developed  and  veri¬ 
fied  to  the  extent  practicable. 

(5)  Determine  the  mechanics  of  con¬ 
ducting  the  analysis  of  (3)  above.  If 
the  use  of  a  computer  is  felt  to  be  use¬ 
ful,  the  necessary  program  should  be 
developed  for  a  specific  computer  chosen 
in  consultation  with  the  PCX?  staff. 

(6)  Determine  the  resomces  which 
would  be  required  on  the  part  of  the 
FCC  to  execute  and  manage  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  Phase  I  in  accord  with 

(1)  through  (5)  above. 

General  requirements  of  Phase  I  and 
Phase  II.  (1)  A  final  type  report  will  be 
required  at  the  completion  of  both  Phase 
I  and  Phase  n.  The  reports  shall  be  in 
conformance  with  good  professional 
practice,  and  each  shall  contain  recom¬ 
mendations  by  the  contractor  in  suffi¬ 
cient  detail  for  the  Commission  to  take 
appropriate  actions. 

(2)  It  is  the  desire  of  the  Commission 
to  award  a  single  contract  for  Phases  I 
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and  n  of  this  study.  However,  the  Com¬ 
mission  reserves  the  right  to  cancel 
Phase  n  if  it  decided  that  the  benefits, 
as  determined  in  Phase  I,  do  not  war¬ 
rant.  in  the  Commission’s  opinion,  the 
continuation  with  Phase  n. 

(3)  Because  of  (2)  above,  prospective 
contractors  are  required  to  bid  on  both 
Phase  I  and  Phase  II  and  submit  sep¬ 
arate  pricing  schedules  for  each. 

(4)  The  final  report  on  Phase  I  shall 
be  submitted  in  draft  form  within  12 
months  from  date  of  contract.  The  FCC 
will  complete  review  of  the  draft  report 
within  30  days  of  submission,  and  50 
copies  of  the  final  report  shall  be  de¬ 
livered  to  FCC  within  14  months  from 
date  of  contract. 

(5)  'The  FCC  will  advise  the  con¬ 
tractor  within  45  days  of  the  receipt  of 
the  Phase  I  report  whether  to  proceed 
with  Phase  n  or  terminate  the  Phase  n 
requirement.  No  costs  will  be  incurred 
relative  to  the  Phase  n  effort  prior  to 
formal  notification  from  the  contract¬ 
ing  officer  to  proceed. 

(6)  The  final  report  on  Phase  n  shall 
be  submitted  in  draft  form  within  9 
months  from  the  date  of  notification  to 
proceed.  The  FCC  will  complete  review 
of  the  draft  report  within  30  days  of 
submission,  and  50  copies  of  the  final  re¬ 
port  shall  be  delivered  to  the  FCC  within 
11  months  from  date  of  notification  to 
proceed. 

(7)  During  the  course  of  both  Phase  I 
and  Phase  n,  the  contractor  shall  sub¬ 
mit  6  copi^  of  a  brief  narrative  progress 
report  each  80  days.  The  first  report  shall 
be  due  60  days  from  the  date  of  contract 
for  Phase  I  and  60  days  from  date  of 
notification  to  proceed  for  Phase  H.  The 
first  progress  report  for  each  phase  shall 
contain  a  PERT  or  similar  type  analysis 
of  the  work  to  be  accompli^ed  during 
the  phase,  and  subsequent  reports  shall 
analyze  progress  in  accordance  with  the 
original  analysis. 

(8)  Prospective  contractors’  proposals 
will  be  evaluated  with  regard  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  points: 

(a)  Previous  experience  in  conducting 
studies  of  a  similar  nature. 

(b)  Technical  expertise  of  the  per¬ 
sonnel  assigned  to  the  contract. 

(c)  Competence  and  pa$t  experience 
and  accomplishments  in  the  field  of  tele¬ 
communications,  particularly  in  the  field 
of  study. 

(d)  Proposed  approach  to  the 
problem. 

(e)  Proposed  organization  of  the  final 
reports. 

(f)  Total  cost  of  Phase  I  and  Phase  II. 

(g)  The  degree  to  which  the  con¬ 
tractor  assures  that  the  personnel  as¬ 
signed  to  the  study,  as  described  in  the 
proposal,  will  remain  assigned  to  the 
study  imtil  its  completion. 

(9)  Necessary  “Boiler  Plate”  per  GC 
and  ED  plus  a  disclaimer  of  FCC  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  final  report. 

[PR  Doc.72-9102  Plied  6-15-72;8:51  am] 
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8661-C1-P-72 — Wyoming  Microwave  Corp.  (KPS25),  Dome  Mountain,  Wyo.  Latitude  |  8763-C1-P-72 — RCA  Alaska  Communications,  Inc.  (New),  Moose  Pass,  Alaska.  Latitude 
44*86'43"  N.,  longitude  107*22'56''  W.  C.P.  to  add  transmitter  on  existing  power  split  60'’29'16''  N.,  longitude  149'22'09’'  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  frequencies  6404.8H  MHz 
frequency  6130.5V  MHz  toward  Kingsbury,  Wyo.,  on  asimutb  108*11'.  toward  Seward,  Alaska,  and  6376.2V  MHz  toward  Tern  Lake,  Alaska. 
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NOTICES 


POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE  (TELEPHONE  CARRIERS) - Continued 

Major  Amendments — Continued 

6635- C1-P-72 — ^MCI  Mld-Soutb,  Inc.  (New) ,  Site  26,  Nettleton,  Miss.  Change  proposed  station 
location  to  6.9  miles  east-southeast  of  Nettleton,  Miss.,  at  latitude  34*03'23",  lon^tude 
88*30'04".  Correct  frequencies  and  azimuths  to  6256.5H  MHz  on  azimuth  268*06’  toward 
Troy,  Miss.,  and  6404.8V  MHz  on  azimuth  62*45'  toward  Bexar,  Ala.  Delete  frequencies 
6256.5V  MHz  on  azimuth  266*53'  and  6404.8V  MHz  on  azimuth  62*38’. 

6636- C1-P-72 — ^MCI  Mid-South,  Inc.  (New),  Site  27,  Bexar,  Ala.  Correct  azimuth  towards 
Nettleton,  Miss.,  from  242*48'  to  242*56’.  All  other  particulars  remain  the  same  as 
repK>rted  In  public  notice  No.  590  dated  April  3,  1972. 

6667-C1-P-72 — MCI  Mid-South,  Inc.  (New),  Site  71,  Lizana,  Miss.  Correct  frequency  to 
5945.2H  MHz  on  azimuth  87*47'  toward  Cedar  Lake,  Miss.  Delete  frequency  6123. IH  MHz 
on  azimuth  87*47'.  All  other  particulars  remain  the  same  as  reported  in  public  notice 
No.  590  dated  AprU  3.  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-9035  Piled  6-15-72;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  72-23] 

AMERICAN  PRESIDENT  LINfS,  INC., 
ET  AL. 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 
Regarding  Possible  Violations 

American  President  Lines,  Inc.  (APL), 
American  Mail  Line,  Inc.  (AML),  Sea- 
Land  Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land),  and 
United  States  Lines,  Inc.  (USD,  are  all 
common  carriers  by  water,  operating, 
inter  alia,  between  the  west  coast  of  the 
United  States  and  Japan. 

On  February  7,  1972,  the  Military  Sea¬ 
lift  Command  (MSC)  issued  Request  for 
Proposals  (RFP) — 700,  First  Cycle,  for 
the  carriage  of  military  cargo.  Partici¬ 
pating  carriers  submitted  their  bids  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  RFP,  and  on  May  23,  1972, 
the  bids  were  awarded,  were  published, 
and  the  pecking  order  was  established. 
Following  APL’s  lead  in  the  pecking 
order  with  a  bid  of  10.66M  on  cargo  n.oA., 
moving  from  the  U.S.  west  coast  to 
Japan,  are  Sea-Land  with  a  bid  of 
$11.51M,  AML  with  a  bid  of  $11.90M,  and 
USL  with  a  bid  of  $12.94M. 

TTie  subject  carriers’  bids  on  the  prior 
cycle,  RFP-600,  Second  Cycle,  on  the 
same  classification  of  military  cargo, 
moving  on  the  same  military  trade 
route,  are  as  follows:  APL:  $18.75; 
AML:  $15.25;  Sea-Land:  $13.20;  and 
USL;  $12.09. 

Comparing  the  bids  of  these  two  RFP 
cycles,  and  considering  the  rising  costs 
of  operation  in  the  industry,  the  subject 
carriers’  bid  submitted  pursuant  to  RFP- 
700,  First  Cycle,  appear  to  be  so  un¬ 
reasonably  low  as  to  be  detrimental  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  In 
possible  violation  of  section  18(b)  (5)  of 
the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

The  Commission  is  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  administering  the 
Shipping  Acts  and  iiossesses  the  author¬ 
ity  to  initiate  investigations  to  assure 
itself  that  the  provisions  of  these  Acts 
are  not  being  violated.  ’The  Military  Sea¬ 
lift  Procurement  System  and  its  effects 
on  the  U.S.  Merchant  Marine  have  long 
been  a  concern  of  this  Commission  as 
evinced  by  the  many  proceedings  inquir¬ 
ing  into  the  workings  of  said  system  and 
the  extremely  low  rates  that  appear  to 
flow  therefrom.  The  subject  carriers’ 
submission  to  the  involved  bids  reqiiires 


another  facet  of  such  an  inquiry.  Since 
the  subject  bids  are  effective  for  only  a 
6-month  period,  and  because  the  Com¬ 
mission  wants  the  issue  seasonably  re¬ 
solved,  we  are  directing  expedition  of  the 
proceeding  ordered  herein. 

In  order,  therefore,  to  allow  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  explore  the  possibility  that 
APL’s,  AML’s,  Sea-Lan(i’s,  and  USL’s 
bids  for  the  carriage  of  cargo  n.o.s.  from 
the  west  coast  of  the  United  States  to 
Japan,  pursuant  to  RPP-700,  First 
Cycle,  violate  section  18(b)(5);  more¬ 
over  since  there  appears  to  be  some  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  cargo  n.o.s.  rate 
and  the  rate  for  vehicles,  on  which  Sea- 
Land  bid  $24.04,  AML  bid  $26  and  USL 
bid  $27.34,  the  investigation  shall  like¬ 
wise  explore  the  possibility  that  these 
rates  violate  section  18(b)  (5) ; 

Now,  therefore,  it  is  ordered,  ’That, 
pursuant  to  section  22  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  as  amended,  an  investigation 
and  hearing  is  hereby  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  the  lawfulness  of  APL’s,  AML’s, 
Sea-Land’s,  and  USL’s  RPP-700  Mili¬ 
tary  Cargo  n.o.s.,  bid  rate  of  $10.66, 
$11.90,  $11.51,  and  $12.94,  respectively, 
per  measurement  ton  from  the  west 
coast  of  the  United  States  to  Japan 
under  section  18(b)  (5)  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  as  amended;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  'That  the  inves¬ 
tigation  determine  the  lawfulness  of 
AML’s,  Sea-Land’s,  and  USL’s  RFP-700, 
vehicle  rates  as  heretofore  set  forth;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  AML,  APL, 
Sea-Land,  and  USL  be  made  respond¬ 
ents  in  the  proceeding;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  referred  for  public  hearing 
before  an  examiner  of  the  Commission’s 
OfiBce  of  Hearing  Examiners,  with  direc¬ 
tions  Uiat  the  proceeding  be  expedited 
to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  and  that 
upon  completion  of  the  hearing  the  rec¬ 
ord  developed  therein  be  certifled  to  the 
Commission;  and  that  the  hearing  be 
held  at  a  date  and  place  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  and  announced  by  the  presiding 
examiner;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  a  copy  thereof  and  notice 
of  hearing  be  served  upon  respondents; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  person, 
other  than  respondents  who  desires  to 
become  a  party  to  this  proceeding  and 
to  participate  therein  shall  flle  a  petition 
to  intervene  with  the  Secretary,  Federal 


Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  promptly  with  copies  to  parties; 
and 

Finally,  it  is  further  ordered,  Th-at  all 
future  notices  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding,  in¬ 
cluding  notice  of  time  and  place  of  hear¬ 
ing  or  prehearing  ccmference,  shall  be 
mailed  directly  to  all  parties  of  record. 

By  the  Commission,. 

fSEALl  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

jPR  Doc.73-9121  Filed  6-15-72:8:50  nm] 


AUSTRALIA/U.S.  ATLANTIC  ANT 
GULF  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Petition  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  petition  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  14b  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (75  Stat.  762,  46  U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  a  copy 
of  the  current  contract  form  and  of  the 
petition,  reflecting  the  changer,  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  language  of  said  con¬ 
tract,  at  the  Washington  office  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission.  1405  I 
Street  NW.,  room  1015  or  at  the  field 
offices  located  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  Nev.’ 
Orleans,  La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
Comments  with  reference  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  and  the  petition,  includ¬ 
ing  a  request  for  hearing,  if  desired, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  1405  I  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20573,  within  20 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Any  person  desir¬ 
ing  a  hearing  on  the  proposed  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  contract  form  and/or  the 
approved  contract  system  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  describing 
the  discrimination  or  unfairness  with 
particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act 
or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the 
acts  and  circumstances  said  to  constitute 
such  violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing 
the  petition  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  petition  to  extend  the  term 
of  a  dual  rate  contract  system  filed  by: 

Elmer  C.  Maddy,  Esq.,  Kirlin,  Campbell  & 

Keating,  120  Broadway,  New  York,  NY 

10005. 

The  Australia/U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
Conference  has  filed  a  petition  (No.  9450- 
DR-4)  with  the  Commission  requesting 
that  the  term  of  its  approved  form  of 
exclusive  patronage  dual  rate  contract 
be  extended  indefinitely.  The  contract 
applies  to  cargoes  moving  from  the  range 
of  Australian  ports  Fremantle  to  Cairns, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  117 — FRIDAY,  JUNE  16,  1972 


NOTICES 


11999 


both  included,  to  U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
ports. 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurnry, 

Secretary. 

[JH  Doc.72-9125  Filed  6-15-72:8:61  am] 

CITY  OF  LONG  BEACH  AND  IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  field  offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  statement  describing  the 
discrimination  or  unfairness  with  par¬ 
ticularity,  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or 
detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  said  to  constitute  such  viola¬ 
tion  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mr.  Leonard  Putnam,  City  Attorney,  City  of 

Long  Beach,  Suite  600,  City  Hall,  Long 

Beach,  Calif.  90802. 

Agreement  No.  T-2491-1,  between  the 
city  of  Long  Beach  (City)  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Transportation  Service,  Inc, 
(ITS),  modifies  the  basic  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  City  and  Kawasaki  Kisen 
Kaisha,  Ltd.  (subsequently  assigned  to 
ITS),  which  is  a  5-year  nonexclusive 
preferential  assignment  agreement  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  use  of  the  wharf  and  con¬ 
tiguous  wharf  premises,  together  with 
improvements,  located  at  Berth  234,  Pier 
J,  at  Long  Beach,  Calif.  The  purpose  of 
the  modification  is  to  reduce  the  land 
area  of  Parcel  I  of  the  premises  and  to 


allocate  the  water  areas  for  Parcels  I, 
II,  and  III  of  the  premises. 

Dated:  June  13,  1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-9123  Filed  6-15-72:8:60  am) 

DEN  NORSKE  AMERIKALINJE  A/S 

AND  COSTA  ARMATORI  S.P.A. 

Certificate  of  Financial  Responsibility; 

Order  of  Revocation 

Certificate  of  financial  responsibility 
for  indemnification  of  passengers  for 
nonperformance  of  transp>ortation  No. 
P-76  and  certificate  of  financial  respon¬ 
sibility  to  meet  liability  incurred  for 
death  or  injury  to  passengers  or  other 
persons  on  voyages  No.  C-1,074. 

Den  Norske  Amerikalinje  A/S  c/o  Nor¬ 
wegian  America  Line,  29  Broadway,  New 
York,  NY  10006;  and  Costa  Armatori 
S.P.A.  c/o  Costa  Line,  Inc.,  Chrysler 
Building,  Suite  3206,  405  Lexington  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  NY  10017. 

Whereas,  Den  Norske  Amerikalinje 
A/S  (Norwegian  America  Line)  and 
Costa  Armatori  S.P.A.,  as  owner  and 
charterer  respectively,  have  ceased  to 
operate  the  passenger  vessel  F^ilvia. 

It  is  ordered.  That  certificate  (Per¬ 
formance)  No.  P-76  and  certificate 
(Casualty)  No.  C-1,074  covering  the 
Fulvia  be  and  are  hereby  revoked  effec¬ 
tive  June  7, 1972. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  on  the  Certificants. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C,  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72  9090  Filed  6-15-72:8:48  am) 


FLORIDA-CARIBBEAN  CRUISE 
ASSOCIATION 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commi.ssion  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agreement 
at  the  field  offices  located  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  La.,  and  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary.  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 


dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged,  the 
statement  shall  set  forth  with  particular¬ 
ity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to 
constitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Piled  for  ap¬ 
proval  by : 

Edward  Schmeltzer,  Esq.,  Morgan,  Lewis  & 
Bocklus,  1140  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20036. 

Agreement  No.  9857,  between  the  par¬ 
ties  identified  hereafter,  will  establish  a 
cooperative  working  arrangement  of  lines 
operating  between  ports  in  the  State  of 
Florida  and  ports  in  the  Caribbean  Sea, 
the  Bahamas  or  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The 
Florida-Caribbean  Cruise  Association 
Agreement  includes,  among  other  things, 
provisions  for  its  organization  and  oper¬ 
ation;  jurisdiction;  membership;  discus¬ 
sions  and  exchange  of  information;  ad¬ 
vertising  ethics;  and  amendments. 

The  lines  may  exchange  views  and  in¬ 
formation  concerning  rates,  traffic,  oper¬ 
ations,  costs,  advertising,  and  marketing, 
legal  questions,  proposed  legislation,  and 
the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  a 
credit  system.  This  agreement  does  not 
permit  joint  action  upon  rates,  commis¬ 
sions  and  other  matters  relat^  to  pas¬ 
senger  ship  operation,  which  require  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  without  amendment  of  this 
agreement  and  prior  approval  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

A  line  may  qualify  for  membership  as 
either  a  member  line  or  an  associate 
member  line  depending  upcxi  the  extent 
of  its  operations,  as  defined  therein, 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  agreement. 

The  stated  purpose  of  the  Florida- 
Caribbean  Cruise  Association  is  the  gen¬ 
eral  promotion  and  fostering  of  vessel 
travel  within  its  area  of  jurisdiction 
through  meetings  of  the  member  lines, 
exchange  of  information  and  views  be¬ 
tween  the  member  lines  and  meetings, 
seminars,  informal  discussions,  or  other 
means  with  organizations,  institution, 
and  persons  Involved  in  developing  Car¬ 
ibbean  ocean  passenger  travel. 

The  parties  to  this  agreement  are: 

Bahama  Cruise  Line,  a  division  of  Freeport 
Cruise  Lines,  Ltd. 

Commodore  Cruise  Lines,  Ltd. 

Coeta  Line,  Inc.,  for  Coeta  Armatori  S.p.A 
Eastern  Steamship  Lines,  Inc.,  for  Troplcat 
Steamship  Cruises,  Inc. 

Klosters  Rederi  A,  S  doing  business  as  Nor¬ 
wegian  Caribbean  Lines. 

Royal  Caribbean  Cruise  Line,  Inc.,  for  Royal 
Caribbean  Cruise  Line  A.  S. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  8,  1972. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-9088  Filed  6-15-72:8:48  am) 
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(Docket  No.  71-08] 

SEA-LAND  SERVICE,  INC. 

Order  Dismissing  Proceeding  In  Part 

and  Expanding  Investigation  Re¬ 
garding  Possible  Violation 

On  December  28,  1971,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  an  order  requiring  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land),  to  show  cause 
why  its  bid  of  $11.69M  on  cargo,  n.o.s., 
submitted  to  the  Military  Sealift  Com¬ 
mand  (MSC)  pursuant  to  RFP-600,  Sec¬ 
ond  Cycle,  should  not  be  foimd  unrea¬ 
sonably  preferential  to  shippers  of  mili¬ 
tary  cargo  and  unreasonably  prejudicial 
or  disadvantageous  to  commercial  ship¬ 
pers  in  violation  of  section  16,  First  of 
the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (Act) ;  unjustly 
discriminatory  between  shippers  and 
ports  in  violation  of  section  17  of  the  Act; 
and  so  unreasonably  low  as  to  be  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  in  contravention  of  section  18(b) 
(5)  of  the  Act. 

Because  the  memoranda  of  law  and 
affidavits  of  fact  filed  in  response  to  the 
Commission’s  order  raised  certain  fac¬ 
tual  disputes,  the  Commission  issued  an 
order  referring  the  proceeding  to  an  ex¬ 
aminer  for  a  full  evidentiary  investiga¬ 
tion  and  hearing  within  the  confines  of 
the  specific  issues  set  forth  in  its  original 
order  to  show  cause.  Subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  this  order  of  investigation 
and  hearing  on  March  16,  1972,  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  was  held  and  the  par¬ 
ties  initiated  their  discovery  requests. 

In  response  to  MSC’s  RPP-700,  First 
Cycle  (July  1,  1972-December  31,  1972) 
Sea-Land  has  now  rebid  the  $11.69M 
military  cargo  n.o.s.  rate  and  is,  once 
again,  first  in  MSC’s  packing  order  for 
the  carriage  of  military  cargo  in  the 
North  Atlantic  trade.  Inasmuch  as  the 
bid,  on  the  same  commodity,  on  the  same 
MSC  trade  route  has  been  submitted  by 
Sea-Land  pursuant  to  the  latest  RFP, 
as  is  the  subject  of  this  proceeding,  the 
RFP-700,  First  Cycle,  bid  is  equally  sus¬ 
pect  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  two 
previous  orders.  P^xrthermore,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  aware  of  no  circumstances  that 
would  tend  to  explain  or  justify  the  re¬ 
peated  quoting  of  so  low  a  bid. 

Because  of  the  natme  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  and  the  time  element  involved  in  mili¬ 
tary  rates  generally,  we  are  dismissing 
those  portions  of  this  proceeding  which 
deal  with  the  lawfulness  of  the  Sea-Land 
rate  in  question  under  sections  16  First 
and  17  of  the  Act  and  limiting  the  issues 
in  this  case  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
$11.69M  rate  under  section  18(b)(5). 
In  this  manner,  we  hope  to  facilitate 
the  expedition  and  disposition  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  within  the  applicable  6-month 
time  frame  and  assure  the  development 
of  a  requisite  record  on  the  one  issue 
which  we  believe  is  paramoimt  in  this 
proceeding — the  compensatoriness  of  the 
rate. 

’There  are  also  pending  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  this  time  separate  petitions 
by  Sea-Land  and  AEIL  seeking  clari¬ 
fication  of  our  order  of  investigation  and 
hearing  and  a  further  alternative  re¬ 
quest  by  Sea -Land  that  the  proceeding 
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be  dismissed.  In  moving  for  dismissal, 
Sea-Land  suggests  that,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  allows  “to  stand  imchallenged’’  the 
“comparable"  rates  of  all  other  oper¬ 
ators  canning  military  cargo  on  the 
North  Atlantic  range  pursuant  to  MSC 
bids,  no  regulatory  pmpose  can  be  served 
by  continuing  the  present  proceeding. 
By  separate  orders  served  this  date,  this 
Commission  is  undertaking  a  compre¬ 
hensive  investigation  of  critical  military 
cargo  rates  bid  pursuant  to  MSC’s  ne¬ 
gotiated  competitive  pr(x;urement  sys¬ 
tem.  In  view  of  that  action  and  our  lim¬ 
itation  and  clarification  of  the  issues 
herein,  we  believe  that  all  the  motions 
presently  before  the  Commission  have 
been  disposed  of. 

Now  therefore  it  is  ordered,  ’That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  22  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  the  proceeding  instituted  by 
orders  of  December  28,  1971,  and 

March  16,  1972,  is  hereby  continued  and 
expanded  to  include  the  issue  of  the 
lawfulness  of  Sea-Land’s  RFP-700,  First 
Cycle  bid  of  $11.69  per  measurement 
ton  for  cargo,  n.o.s.  on  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Range  imder  section  18(b)  (5)  of 
the  Act;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  because  of 
the  time  element  involved,  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  December  28, 1971,  order  and 
the  March  16,  1972,  order  dealing  with 
section  16  First,  and  17  of  the  Act  are 
hereby  discontinued;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  all  other 
respects  the  orders  of  December  28,  1971, 
and  March  16,  1972,  shall  remain  in 
effect;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  a  copy  thereof  and  notice 
of  hearing  be  served  upon  respondent; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  except  to 
the  extent  granted  herein,  all  motions 
now  pending  before  the  Commission  in 
this  pr(x;eeding  are  hereby  denied. 

Finally,  it  is  further  ordered.  That  all 
future  notices  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding,  in¬ 
cluding  notice  of  time  and  place  of  hear¬ 
ing  or  prehearing  conference,  shall  be 
mailed  ffirectly  to  all  parties  of  record. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-9122  Piled  6-15-72:8:60  am] 


UNITED  STATES  GULF/JAPAN 
COTTON  POOL 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commil^ion,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  field  offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.T.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 


Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  mi  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  pro¬ 
vide  a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  dis¬ 
crimination  or  unfairness  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  describing 
the  discrimination  or  unfairness  with 
particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act 
or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the 
acts  and  circumstances  said  to  consti¬ 
tute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Elkan  Turk,  Jr.,  Esq.,  Burlington,  Under¬ 
wood  &  Lord,  25  Broadway,  New  York.  NY 

10004. 

Agreement  No.  8682-7  modifies  the 
basic  agreement  of  the  United  States 
Gulf /Japan  Cotton  Pool  by  amending 
Article  10  suspending  the  accounting  and 
payment  proyislons  for  the  accounting 
period  August  1,  1971,  to  July  31,  1972. 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.72-9124  Filed  6 -16-72;8:61  am] 


CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Notice  of  Certificates  Revoked 

Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is  here¬ 
by  given  with  respect  to  Certificates  of 
Financial  Responsibility  (Oil  Pollution) 
which  had  been  issued  by  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  covering  the 
below-indicated  vessels,  pursuant  to  Part 
542  of  Title  46  CFR  and  section  IKp) 
(1)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  as  amended. 

Certificate 

No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

01004 _  Aktleselskabet  Dux : 

Skandla. 

01092...  Tbor  Dahl's  Hvalfangerselskap 
A/S: 

Thorsdrott. 

01122...  Getty  OU  Co.: 

Wilmington  Getty. 

Providence  Getty. 

New  York  Getty. 

Louisiana  Getty. 

Delaware  Getty. 

01201...  K/S  A/SLysefjell&Co.: 

Lysefjell. 

01213 A/S  Tanktransport: 

Marita. 

01266...  Sklbsaktleselskapet  Orenor: 
Enduro. 

01347 Partenreederel  Mts.  Bt.  Mlchaells: 

St.  MlchaelU. 
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Certifi¬ 
cate  No. 
01431... 

01530... 

01767... 

02013... 

02198... 

02368... 

02395... 

02438... 

02449... 

02563.'.. 

02750... 

03143... 

03271... 

03441... 

03505... 

03516... 

03521... 

03645... 

03646... 

03730... 

03754... 

03881... 

04010... 

04356... 

04393... 

04398... 

04410... 

04455... 

04601... 

04634... 

05477... 

06720... 

05743... 

06761... 

05784... 

06360... 


Owner /operator  and  vessels 
The  Bolton  Steam  Shipping  Co^ 
Ltd.: 

Rlpon. 

Herm.  Dauelsberg,  Bremen: 
Loblvla. 

Oulf  &  South  American  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Oulf  Trader. 

Oranges  AB : 

Vasara. 

The  Peninsular  &  Oriental  Steam 
Navigation  Co. : 

Pando  Sound. 

Canadian  PaclOc  Steamships: 
Beaverhr. 

Astrocrecldo  Compania  Naviera 
S.A.: 

Aegean. 

Oefo  Oesellschaft  Pur  Oeltrans- 
porte  MBH  &  Co. : 

Oefo  Sun. 

A  S  Ivarans  Rederi: 

Buenos  Aires. 

Ion  Shipping  Co.: 

Pelasgos. 

H  &  S  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.: 
Christy  211. 

Macro  Shipping  Co.,  Inc. : 

Cosmos  Triumph. 

Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.: 

Malden  Creek. 

Japan  Line  K.K.: 

Koral  Maru. 

Showa  Yusen  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Matsuyama  Maru. 

Toko  Kaiun  K.K.: 

Toko  Maru. 

Tokushima  Klsen  K.K. : 

Yamakl  Maru. 

Tidewater  Morgan  City,  Inc.: 

TO.  105. 

Tidewater  Catalina,  Inc. : 

Tldemar  III. 

Tldemar  IV. 

Brown  &  Root,  Inc.: 

Bar  283. 

Carbonavl  Socleta’  Per  Azlonl  dl 
Navlgazlone; 

Slmandou. 

Panagua  Steamship  Corp.: 
Harkland. 

Pretlnld  Shipping  Corp.: 

Intrepid. 

Paclflc  Far  East  Line,  Inc.: 

Washington  Bear. 

World  Wide  Transport,  Inc.: 

Ethall. 

Hapag-Lloyd  AO.: 

Wledsteln. 

nisteln. 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.: 

Tenneco  125. 

Balboa  Navigation  Lines,  S.A. : 

San  Luis. 

American  Tunaboat  Association: 
Wiley  V.A. 

Victoria. 

Seafarer. 

Renown. 

Katherine  M. 

T.  Smith  &  Son  Inc.: 

Arthur  Breaux. 

Danaos  Compania  Naviera  S.A.: 
Danaos. 

United  International  Shipping  Co., 
Ltd.: 

Dona  Anita. 

Reederei  Barthold  Richters: 

Bari. 

Canaan  Marine,  Inc.: 

Bernes. 

W.  R.  Orace  &  Co.: 

Rockland  n. 

Oarland  Transports.  Ino.: 

Oarland. 


Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  Owner /operator  and  vessels 

06474...  Laurrt,  Ltd.: 

Nassau. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-9087  Filed  6-lS-72;8:48  am] 


CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 


Notice  of  Certificates  Issued 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  vessel  owners  and/or  operators  have 
established  evidence  of  financial  re¬ 
sponsibility,  with  respect  to  the  vessels 
indicated,  as  required  by  section  IKp) 
(1)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  as  amended,  and,  accordingly, 
have  been  issued  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  Certificates  of  Financial  Re¬ 
sponsibility  (Oil  Pollution)  pursuant  to 
Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR. 


Certifi¬ 
cate  No. 
01059... 

01343... 

02129... 

02137... 

02198... 

02199... 

02344... 

02385... 


02551... 

02889... 

02920... 

02940... 

02975... 

02977... 

03271... 

03294... 


Owner/operator  and  vessels 

London  &  Overseas  Freighters, 
Ltd.: 

London  Grenadier. 

Hamburg  -  Sudamerlkanlsche 
Dampfscblff  -  Fahrts  -  Gesell- 
schaft,  Eggert  &  Amslnck: 

Santa  Cruz. 

Santa  Fe. 

Ore  Carriers.  Ltd. : 

Mabel  Warwick. 

St.  Margaret. 

Orenda  Bridge. 

Arne  Telgen : 

Rytterfjell. 

Rytterhav. 

Rytterdal. 

Ryttertind. 

Ryttersund. 

The  Peninsular  &  Oriental  Steam 
Navigation  Co.: 

Zlra. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.: 

Arco  Sag  River. 

Empresa  Lineas  Maritlmas  Argen- 
tinas: 

Rio  Marapa. 

Krlstlansands  Tankrederl  A/S, 
A/S  Krlstlansands,  Tankre¬ 
derl  II,  A/S  Krlstlansands 
Tankrederl  III,  Aksjeselskapet 
Avant  and  Aksjeselskapet 
Skjolkhelm : 

Polynesia. 

Ellerman  Lines,  Ltd.: 

Cap  Cleveland. 

Showa  Kaltm  K.K.: 

Shinsho  Maru. 

Atlantic  Shipping,  Inc.: 

Concordia  Arlana. 

J.  S.  Cissel  &  Co.: 

DC-60. 

Ventures  Shipping  (Managers), 
Ltd.: 

Japan  Venture. 

J.  Ray  McDermott  &  Co.,  Inc.: 
BAR-283. 

Sea-Land  Services,  Inc.: 

Sea-Land  McLean. 

Sea-Land  Galloway.^ 

Companhla  de  Navegacao  Lloyd 
Brasllelro: 

Itassuce. 

Itapage. 

Barao  de  Amazonas. 


*  Oertiflcate  effective  Sept.  30, 1972. 


Certifi¬ 
cate  No. 
03322... 

03483... 

03602... 

03508... 

03728... 

04019... 

04077... 


04170... 

04289... 

04405... 

04583... 

04769... 

04875... 

05035... 

05236... 

05283... 

05320... 

05584... 

06430... 

06511... 

06577... 

06596... 

06709... 

06770... 

06771... 

06775... 

06799... 

06881... 

06892... 

06906... 

06937... 

06943... 

06944... 

06945... 


Owner /operator  and  vessels 
Daiichi  Chuo  Klsen  Kabushiki 
Kaisha: 

Pacific  Maru. 

Sankyo  Kaiun  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Kyoju  Maru. 

Shlnyel  Senpaku  K.K.: 

Harunasan  Maru. 

Talyo  Gyogyo  K.K.: 

Talyo  Maru  No.  61. 

Ocean  Drilling  &  Exploration  Co.: 
Ocean  Victory. 

Nord-Transport  Strandhelm  & 
Stensaker: 

Hanseatic. 

Fritzen  Schiffsagentur  und  Be- 
reederungs-O.m.b.H. : 

Port  Antonio. 

Port  Maria. 

Port  Royal. 

Dillingham  Corporation-Maritime 
Services: 

HTB-35. 

Dixie  Carriers.  Inc.: 

Barge  103. 

Continental  Dredging  Co. : 

Sealane. 

Oatx  Oswego  Corp.: 

Oswego  Merchant. 

Texaco  Norway  A/S : 

Texaco  Amsterdam. 

Letasa,  S.A.: 

Pilar  Maria. 

Floritaram  Compania  Naviera 
S.A.: 

Florita. 

Mid-South  Towing  Co.: 

Eleanor  Gordon. 

Peter  Pan  Seafoods,  Inc. : 

Ronnie  S. 

Sarlchef. 

Madrigal  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.; 

Slidre. 

Oflclna  Naviera  Comercial-Minl- 
sterio  de  Marina: 
no. 

Antilllaanse  Vrachtvaart  Maats- 
chapplj  N.V.: 

Nedlloyd  Nile. 

Associated  Shipping  Corp.,  Ltd.: 

Eastern  Reliance. 

Hellenic  Cruises  S.A.; 

Orion. 

Issel  Klsen  K.K.: 

Yutal  Maru. 

Ah  jin  Haewoon  Jushik  Hoesa: 
Star  March. 

Victory  March. 

Chiao  Kuo  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.: 
Overseas  Fruit. 

Great  Pacific  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.: 
Comfort. 

Whltoo  (Marine  Services),  Ltd.: 
London  Clipper. 

Compagnle  Oenerale  Transbalti- 
que: 

Grieg 

Compagnle  Charentaise  de  Trans¬ 
ports  Marltimes: 

Rhea. 

Pyramid  Container  Transport: 
Pyramid  Vega. 

Dlrectla  Navigatlei  Maritime  Nav- 
rom: 

Dlmbovlta. 

Kabushiki  Kaisha  Usufuku  Hon- 
ten: 

Syofukumaru  No.  38. 
Syofukumaru  No.  58. 

Alphard  Navigation  Corp.: 

Tychos. 

Edreimar  S.A.: 

SUverflr. 

Mother  Shipping  Corporation  of 
Monrovia : 

Olnoussian  Mother. 
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Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  Owner/operator  and  vessels 
06947...  D.  M.  Picton&Co.,  Inc.: 

El  Motto. 

Esther  Moran. 

06955 _  Shin  Ho  Marine  Enterprise  Co., 

Ltd.: 

Pacific  Shin  Ho. 

06967...  Mparmpadiamantis  Shipping  Co., 

Ltd.: 

Chrysanthi. 

06970 _  Navigantes  Naclonal  S.A.: 

Champion  Clocotronis. 

06974 _  Ake  Hogberg: 

Ariadne. 

06977 _  Alma  Ooeanlco  Naviera  S.A.: 

Morlas. 

06978 _  Acheloos  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Polyfyton. 

06983 _  Spartan  Ideal  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Anastasis. 

06991 _  Jose  Riva  Suardiaz: 

Chiqui. 

06994 _  Caribou  Reefers  Ltd.: 

Caribou  Reefer. 

06995 _  Novorossiisk  Shipping  Co.: 

Iskra. 

Proletarskaya  Pobeda. 

06996 _  Akita  Senpaku  K.K. : 

Akifuji  Maru. 

Uko  Maru. 

06997...  Kyodo  Risen  K.K. ; 

Horai  Maru. 

06998 _  Inter  Navigation  Shipping  Co., 

Ltd.,  Limassol : 

Neptun  Trader. 

07000 _  Andrean  Shipping,  Ltd. : 

Lady  Sylvia. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-9126  Filed  6-15-72;8:51  am] 

SEATRAIN  LINES,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20573,  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  propiosed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  sidduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce. 


FEDERAL 


A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Mr.  Joseph  Hodgson,  Jr.,  General  Traffic  Man¬ 
ager,  Seatrain  Lines,  Inc.,  Port  Seatraln, 

Weehawken,  N.J.  07087. 

Agreement  No.  9986,  between  Seatrain 
Lines,  Inc.,  and  Borinquen  Lines,  Inc., 
establishes  a  through  billing  arrange¬ 
ment  for  the  movement  of  general  cargo, 
including  refrigerated  cargo,  between 
U.S.  Atlantic  ports  and  ports  of  call  of 
Borinquen  in  the  Netherlands,  Antilles, 
with  transshipment  at  the  port  of  San 
Juan,  P.R.,  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  set  forth  in  the  agreement. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  9, 1972. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-9089  Piled  6-15-72:8:48  am] 

OFFICE  OF  ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY 

SECRETARY  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 

National  Summer  Youth  Sports 

Program 

1.  Pursuant  to  section  602(d)  of  the 
Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended  (hereinafter  the  Act) ,  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare  (hereinafter  the 
Secretary)  such  authority  pursuant  to 
section  222(a)  of  the  Act  as  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
a  program  during  1972  and  1973  to  pro¬ 
vide  sports  instruction  and  competition, 
supplemental  health  and  nutrition  serv¬ 
ices,  and  an  awareness  of  career  and  ed¬ 
ucational  opportunities  to  disadvantaged 
youth  living  in  areas  of  concentrated 
poverty.  The  program  shall  be  known 
as  the  “National  Summer  Youth  Sports 
Program.”  The  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Economic  Opportunity  (hereinafter  the 
Director)  shall  transfer  to  the  Secretary 
such  funds  as  the  Director  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  agree  are  necessary  to  finance  this 
program. 

2.  In  connection  with  the  foregoing 
delegation,  I  further  delegate  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  authority  under  section  225(b) 
to  provide  a  separate  allotment,  assuring 
an  equitable  distribution  of  funds  re¬ 
flecting  the  relative  incidence  in  each 
State  of  the  needs  to  which  this  program 
is  directed,  of  the  fimds  transferred  to 
him  for  this  program. 

3.  I  further  delegate  to  the  Secretary 
such  authority  under  sections  242,  244 
(2),  602,  and  610-1  (c)  of  the  Act  as  may 
be  necessary  and  appropriate  in  order  to 
carry  out  his  functions  under  this 
delegation. 
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4.  The  powers  hereby  delegated  shall 
be  exercis^  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Economic  Opportunity  Act 
and  with  such  memoranda  of  under¬ 
standing  as  may  be  entered  into  between 
the  Secretary  and  the  Director. 

5.  All  operating  information,  evalua¬ 
tion  reports,  and  other  data  concerning 
the  program  administered  imder  this 
delegation  shall  be  freely  exchanged  be¬ 
tween  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  and  the  Office  of 
Economic  Opportunity  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  602(d)  and  633  of  the  Act. 

6.  The  powers  hereby  delegated  may  be 
redelegated  by  the  Secretary  with  or 
without  authority  for  further  redelega¬ 
tion.  The  Director  shall  be  advised  of 
all  such  redelegations. 

Dated:  May  5, 1972. 

Phillip  V.  Sanchez, 

Director, 

Office  of  Economic  Opportunity. 

Approved:  June 2, 1972. 

Richard  Nixon, 

President  of  the  United  States. 

|FR  Doc.72-9217  Filed  6-15-72:10:29  ami 

OFFICE  OF  EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  the  President  under  Executive  Order 
11575  of  December  31,  1970;  and  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  Act  of  December  31,  1970,  en¬ 
titled  “Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970”  (84 
Stat.  1744),  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
92-209  (85  Stat.  742) ;  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  June  10,  1972,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damages  In 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota 
from  severe  storms  and  flooding,  beginning 
about  May  17,  1972,  are  of  sufficient  severity 
and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster 
declaration  under  Public  Law  91-606.  I 
therefore  declare  that  such  a  major  disaster 
exists  In  the  State  of  North  Dakota.  You  are 
to  determine  the  specific  areas  within  the 
State  eligible  for  Federal  assistance  under 
this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the 
President  under  Executive  Order  11575 
to  administer  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of 
1970  (Public  Law  91-606,  as  amended), 
I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Donald  G.  Eddy, 
Regional  Director,  OEP  Region  8,  to  act 
as  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer  to 
perform  the  duties  specified  by  section 
201  of  that  Act  for  this  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster: 
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The  counties  of : 

Grant.  Stark. 

Morton.  Steele. 

Mountrail.  Ward. 

Richland. 

Dated:  June  12,  1972. 

Haakon  Lindjord, 
Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness. 
(FR  Doc.72-9078  PUed  6-15-72:8:47  amj 


SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  the  President  imder  Executive  Order 
11575  of  December  31,  1970;  and  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  Act  of  December  31,  1970,  en¬ 
titled  ‘‘Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970”  (84 
Stat.  1744),  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
92-209  (85  Stat.  742) ;  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  June  10,  1972,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows; 

I  have  determined  that  the  damages  In 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
from  severe  storms  and  flooding,  beginning 
about  June  0.  1972,  are  of  sufficient  severity 
and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster 
declaration  under  Public  Law  91-606.  I 
therefore  declare  that  such  a  major  disaster 
exists  In  the  State  of  South  Dakota.  You 
are  to  determine  the  specific  areas  within 
the  State  eligible  for  Federal  assistance 
under  this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the 
President  under  Executive  Order  11575 
to  administer  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of 
1970  (Public  Law  91-606,  as  amended), 
t  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Donald  G.  Eddy, 
Regional  Director,  OEP  Region  8,  to  act 
As  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer  to 
perform  the  duties  specified  by  section 
201  of  that  Act  for  this  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster: 

The  counties  of: 

Custer.  Lawrence. 

Meade.  ^  Pennington. 

Dated:  June  12, 1972. 

Haakon  Lindjord, 

•  Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness. 

(FR  Doc.72-9079  Plied  6-16-72;8:47  ami 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(70-6210] 

CONSOLIDATED  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Acquisition  By 

Registered  *  Holding  Company  of 

Qualifying  Common  Stock  of  In¬ 
surance  Company 

June  12, 1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Consoli¬ 
dated  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Consolidated), 


30  Rockfeller  Plaza,  New  York,  NY,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application  and  an  amendment  thereto 
with  this  Commissicm  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  of  1935 
(Act),  designating  sections  9(a)  and  10 
of  the  Act  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transaction.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transaction. 

As  a  prerequisite  to  obtaining  insur¬ 
ance  coverage  from  Oil  Insurance,  Ltd. 
(OIL),  as  more  fully  set  forth  below. 
Consolidated  proposes  to  acquire  for 
$10,000  one-half  of  one  share  of  the 
Class  A  capital  stock  of  OIL,  with  an  op¬ 
tion  to  convert  such  half -share  into  one 
full  share  without  payment  of  further 
consideration.  Consolidated  is  informed 
that  as  of  June  1,  1972,  OIL  had  out¬ 
standing  19  shares  of  Class  A  capital 
stock,  of  which  one  full  share  was  held 
by  each  of  19  stockholders  consisting  of 
companies  engaged  primarily  in  the  oil 
and  gas  business.  Consolidated  expects, 
and  herein  requests  authorization,  to 
exercise  its  option  to  convert  the  one- 
half  share  into  one  full  share  when  and 
if  more  than  20  persons  hold  one  full 
share  each. 

It  is  stated  that  OIL  was  organized 
in  Bermuda  by  the  petroleum  industry  as 
a  mutual-type  insurance  company,  and 
has  since  January  1,  1972,  been  engaged 
in  the  business  of  providing  coverage  to 
that  industry,  including  persons  engaged 
in  natural  gas  oiierations,  against  all 
risks  of  direct  physical  loss  or  damage 
to  onshore  and  offshore  property,  well- 
control  and  pollution  liability,  and  simi¬ 
lar  high-risk,  high-liability  operations; 
that  OIL’S  formation  resulted  principally 
from  the  increasing  difficulty  or  outright 
impossibility  of  obtaining  adequate  cov¬ 
erage  in  the  commercial  insurance  mar¬ 
ket  for  business  of  this  character;  that 
in  order  to  qualify  for  such  coverage 
from  OIL  the  assured  must  be  a  holder 
of  OIL’S  Class  A  capital  stock;  and  that 
the  proposed  transaction  would  enable 
Consolidated  to  obtain  substantially  im¬ 
proved  insurance  coverage  for  its  sub¬ 
sidiary  companies’  properties. 

The  one-half  share  to  be  acquired  by 
Consolidated  would  constitute  2.56  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  “A”  shares  presently 
outstanding;  as  additional  shares  are  is¬ 
sued,  or  upon  Consolidated  exercising  its 
option,  this  percentage  would  change  ac¬ 
cordingly.  Each  “A”  share  is  entitled  to 
one  vote.  (OIL  is  also  authorized  to  issue 
qualifying  nonvoting  ‘‘B”  shares  exclu¬ 
sively  to  its  directors  in  compliance  with 
Bermuda  law.)  Consolidated  would  thus 
initially  have  a  one-half  vote  and,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  other  “A”  assured- 
stockholders,  would  have  one  additional 
vote  for  each  $10,000  of  total  annual 
premiums  paid  by  it.  Consolidated  states 
further  it  is  informed  that  OIL  intends 
to  request  the  Bermuda  legislature  to 
amend  its  corporate  charter  so  as  to 
permit  OIL  to  become  a  pimely  mutual 


insurance  company,  in  which  event  the 
“A”  shares  would  be  canceled  and  their 
subscription  price  refimded. 

Consolidated  will  receive  from  OIL 
five  separate  noncancellable  insurance 
policies,  each  policy  to  provide  20  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  insurance  limit  for  20 
percent  of  the  total  annual  premium.  One 
policy  will  expire  each  year  for  5  years, 
with  expiring  policies  being  automati¬ 
cally  renewed  for  a  noncancellable  5- 
year  period  unless  notice  of  cancellation 
is  received  from  Consolidated  3  calendar 
months  or  more  prior  to  the  policy  ex¬ 
piration  date.  In  the  event  that  any  as¬ 
sured-stockholder  (including  Consoli¬ 
dated)  terminates  its  last  policy,  it  would 
cease  to  be  a  stockholder  of  OIL  and 
the  latter  would  be  obligated  to  redeem 
the  assured’s  shareholding  at  the  origi¬ 
nal  subscription  price,  subject  to  any 
prior  lien  OIL  may  have  for  unpaid 
premiums. 

It  is  stated  that  no  State  or  Federal 
Commission  other  than  this  Commis¬ 
sion  has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transaction.  The  fees  and  expenses  to 
be  paid  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transaction  are  estimated  at  $2,500  in¬ 
cluding  $350  payable  to  Consolidated 
Natural  Gas  Service  Co.,  Tnc.,  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  company,  for  services  at  cost. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  26. 
1972,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  na¬ 
ture  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such 
request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  application  which  he  de¬ 
sires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the 
applicant  at  the  above-stated  address, 
and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  application  as 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided  in 
Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and 
100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as 
it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who 
request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  notice 
of  fiurther  developments  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof . 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-9062  Filed  6-15-72:8:47  amJ 
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NOTICES 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  11] 

Assignment  of  Hearings 

June  13, 1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  bdow  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  TTiis  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  pres¬ 
ently  reflected  in  the  official  docket  of 
the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made 
to  publish  notices  of  canceUation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  impropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancelation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  116947  Sub  16,  Hugh  H.  Scott,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Scott  Transfer  CSo.,  and  MC  126276 
Sub  45,  Fast  Motor  Service,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  continued  hearing  July  25, 
1972,  at  the  offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  124796  Sub  91,  Continental  Contract  Car¬ 
rier  Corp.,  now  being  assigned  continued 
bearing  June  19,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

MC  35320  Sub  128,  T  J-MJS.-DC,  Inc.,  assigned 
hearing  July  19,  1972  (1  day),  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  in  room  661,  UB.  Courthouse, 
Eighth  and  Broadway,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

MC  136380,  Southern  Cartage,  Inc.,  assigned 
bearing  July  25,  1972  (3  days),  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  in  rooms  651  and  661,  UB. 
Courthouse,  Eighth  and  Broadway,  Nash¬ 
ville.  Tenn. 

MC  108006  Sub  20,  Maislin  Transport,  Ltd., 
now  being  assigned  hearing  August  7. 1972, 
at  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  desi^ated. 

MC  114211  Sub  168,  Warren  Transport,  Inc., 
and  MC  118806  Sub  23,  Arnold  Bros.  Trans- 
pcHl,  Ltd.,  now  being  assigned  bearing  Au¬ 
gust  7.  1972  (1  week),  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  in  a  bearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  128988  Sub  19,  Jo/Kel,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  hearing  August  4, 1972,  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

FD  26847,  Chicago  &  North  Western  Bail¬ 
way  Co.  Abandonment  between  Sanborn 
&  Wanda,  in  Redwood  County.  Minn.,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  July  31,  1972  (3 
days),  at  Red  Falls,  Minn.,  in  a  bearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  8964  Sub  28.  Witte  Transportation  Co., 
now  being  assigned  hearing  August  7, 
1972  (3  weeks),  at  Rochester.  Minn.,  at 
the  Kahler  Hotel,  20  22d  Avenue  8W. 

MC  107295  Sub  538,  Pre-Fab  Transit  Co., 
assigned  hearing  July  10,  1972,  MC  113495 
Sub  51,  Oreogory  Heavy  Haulers,  Inc.,  as¬ 
signed  bearing  July  17,  1972,  MC  112304 
Sub  51,  Ace  Donm  Hauling  &  Rigging  Co., 
assigned  hearing  July  12,  1972,  MC 

'  115841  Sub  425,  Colonial  Refrigerated 
Tnmsportation,  Inc.,  assigned  hearing 
July  21,  1972,  MC  118959  Sub  101,  Jerry 
Lipps,  Inc.,  assigned  hesirlng  July  19,  1972, 
MC  118959  Sub  102,  Jerry  L^ps,  Inc., 
assigned  hearing  July  11.  1972,  MC  118959 
Sub  103,  Jerry  Lipps,  Inc.,  assigned  hear¬ 
ing  July  20.  1972,  MC  127834  Sub  63. 
Cherokee  Hauling  &  Rigging.  Inc.,  as¬ 
signed  hearing  July  17.  1972,  MC  127834 
Sub  69,  Chookee  Hauling  ft  Rigging,  Inc., 


assigned  hearing  July  12,  1972,  MC  129708 
Sub  1,  McRay  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  assigned 
hearing  July  14,  1972,  MC  133947  Sub  2. 
McCue  Express,  Inc.,  assigned  hearing 
July  13.  1972,  in  room  829,  New  Federal 
Building,  Louisville,  Ky. 

MC  127834  Sub  36,  Cherokee  Hauling  ft 
Rigging,  Inc.,  assigned  hearing  July  17, 
1972,  in  room  204,  Federal  Building,  167 
North  Main  Street,  Memphis,  TN. 

MC  61592  Sub  240,  Jenkins  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  bearing  August  3,  1972, 
MC  101010  Sub  27,  Erie  Lackawanna  Rail¬ 
way  Co.,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
July  31,  1972,  MC  133070  Sub  5,  Trans-Air 
Service,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hetulng 
August  1.  1972,  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  in  a 
bearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-9129  Filed  6-15-72;8:61  am] 


[Notice  76] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b).  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
speciflcally  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  special  rules  of  practice  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  file  a  petition 
seeking  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  within  20  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  order  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing  pending  its  disposition.  The  matters 
relied  upcoi  by  petitioners  must  be  spec¬ 
ified  in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-73421.  By  order  of  Jime  7, 
1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board,  on  recon¬ 
sideration,  approved  the  transfer  to 
Gamer  Trucking,  Inc.,  Findlay.  Ohio, 
of  the  operating  rights  in  certificates 
Nos.  MC-81908  and  MC-81908  (Sub-No. 
1)  issued  October  1,  1962,  and  March  7, 
1969,  to  William  E.  Wammes,  doing 
business  as  H.  ft  W.  Motor  Freight,  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  Ohio,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  household  goods,  canned 
goods,  and  fresh  fruits  and  vegetables, 
between  Bowling  Green,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Kttsburgh,  Pa.,  points 
as  specified  in  Michigan  and  Indiana, 
and  canned  goods,  from  Toledo,  Ohio,  to 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  points  as  described 
in  Indiana  and  Michigan,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Co.,  at  Toledo. 
Ohio.  Gerald  P.  Wadkowski,  85  East  Gay 
Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  and  James 
R.  Stiverson,  50  West  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215,  attorneys  for 
applicants. 


No.  MC-PC-73636.  By  order  of  Jime  9, 
1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Hagey’s  Bus  Service,  Inc., 
Franconia,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights 
in  certificates  Nos.  MC-745,  MC-745 
(Sub-No.  6),  MC-745  (Sub-No.  9),  and 
MC-745  (Sub-No.  11)  issued  April  21, 
1964,  April  21,  1965,  April  28.  1966,  and 
May  8,  1968,  respectively,  to  Gerald  S. 
Hagey,  doing  business  as  Hagey’s  Bus 
Service,  Franconia,  Pa.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  round-trip  charter  and/or 
special  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  named  points  in  Pennsylvania  and 
extending  to  points  in  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Maryland,  Virginia,  Connecticut, 
Florida,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  New  Hampshire,  Ohio,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  and  Indiana,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  John  W.  Frame, 
Box  626,  2207  Old  Gettysbmg  Road, 
Camp  Hill,  PA  17011,  registered  practi¬ 
tioner  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-73654.  By  order  of  Jime  7, 
1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  R.  A.  N.  Trucking  Co., 
a  corporation,  Butler,  Pa.,  of  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  in  certifi¬ 
cates  Nos.  MC-13659,  MC-31659  (Sub-No. 
3).  and  MC-31659  (Sub-No.  4)  issued 
November  19,  1963,  November  28,  1944, 
and  November  26,  1945,  respectively,  to 
Nicholas  Transportation  Co.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  Butler,  Pa.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
with  usual  exceptions,  (1)  over  regular 
routes  between  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  and  But¬ 
ler,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
between  Butler,  Pa.,  and  Renfrew,  Pa., 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and  be¬ 
tween  Butler,  Pa.,  and  Universal,  Pa., 
serving  the  intermediate  and  off -route 
points  of  Ivywood,  Culmerville,  Curtis- 
ville,  Russellton,  Cunningham,  River 
Valley,  Indianola,  and  North  Bessemer; 
and  (2)  over  irregular  routes,  between 
points  in  Butler  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  within  125  miles  of  Butler.  Pa. 
(excluding  the  barge  terminal  of  Free¬ 
port  Terminals,  Inc.,  on  the  Allegheny 
River  near  Freeport,  Armstrong  Coimty, 
Pa.),  and  points  in  a  described  area  of 
eastern  Ohio.  John  L.  Laubach,  Jr.,  Gate¬ 
way  2,  Suite  1677,  Pitsburgh,  Pa.  15222, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-73659.  By  order  entered 
June  7,  1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Joseph  Spara- 
cino,  doing  business  as  Clune  Transfer, 
Scranton,  Pa.,  of  a  portion  of  the  (^Jer- 
ating  rights  set  forth  in  certificate  No. 
MC-135367  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  May  1, 
1972,  to  Leonard  J.  Mickavlcz,  Taylor, 
Pa.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
household,  goods,  except  office  furniture 
and  equipment  and  store  fixtures,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Ohio,  New  York,  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 
and  Maryland.  Keimeth  R.  Davis,  999 
Union  Street,  Taylor,  PA  18517,  repre¬ 
sentative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-73705.  By  order  of  June  9, 
1972,  the  Motor  CTarrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Samuel  J.  Lansberry, 
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Woodland,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
certificate  No.  MC-128169  issued  Octo¬ 
ber  28, 1970,  to  Blake  Brown  and  Howard 
Brown,  a  partnership,  doing  business  sis 
Blake  Brothers,  Curwensville,  Pa.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  coal  from 
points  in  Clearfield  County,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey  (ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Cumberland,  Ssdem, 
Gloucester,  Cape  May,  Atlsmtic,  Camden, 
Sind  Burlington  Counties) ,  smd  New  York 
(except  points  in  Kings,  Queens,  Nassau, 
and  Suffolk  Counties).  S.  Berne  Smith, 
100  Pine  Street,  Post  OfiOce  Box  1166, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108,  smd  John  A. 
Vuono,  2310  Orsmt  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219,  attorneys  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-73713.  By  order  of  Jime  9, 
1972,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  C.  D.  Elks,  doing  business 
SIS  C.  D,  Elks  Truck  Line,  Chocowinity, 
N.C„  of  the  operating  rights  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC-32083  issued  July  9,  1963, 
to  Cleveland  W.  Hall  and  Claudious  Hall, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  Hall 
'^uck  Line,  Ahoskie,  N.C.,  authorizing 
the  trsmsportation  of  containers  for  farm 
products,  livestock,  poultry,  tobacco, 
lumber,  railroad  crossties,  raw  materisds 
used  in  the  manufsuiture  of  contsdners 
for  farm  products,  agricidtural  com¬ 
modities,  groceries  and  feed,  and  ferti¬ 
lizer  smd  fertilizer  materisds,  from  and  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  within  50  miles 
of,  smd  including  Murfreesboro,  N.C.,  and 
Franklin,  Suffolk,  Portsmouth,  Norfolk, 
Petersburg,  Courtlsmd,  Lynchburg,  Roa¬ 
noke,  Fredericksburg,  Richmond,  and 
Tappsdiannock,  Va.,  smd  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  within  10  miles  of  esu:h;  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  between  Murfreesboro,  N.C., 
and  points  within  50  miles  thereof,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia.  J.  Ruffin 
Bailey,  Post  Office  Box  2246,  Raleigh,  NC 
27602,  attorney  for  applicsmts. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  72-9128  Filed  6-16-72;8:51  am] 


[Notice  83] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS  ^ 

June  12,  1972. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  im- 
der  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49 
CFR  Part  1131)  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27, 1965,  effective 
July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal 


*  Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  resulting  from  approval  of  Its 
application. 


Register.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
protests  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  be 
specific  as  to  the  service  which  such  pro- 
testant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six 
copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  451  TA),  filed 
May  25,  1972.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  k  TERMINAL  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
OH  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  A.  Qollan  (same  address  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  corn- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Petrolla, 
Pa.,  to  London,  Ark.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Viscosity  Oil  Co.,  3200 
South  Western  Avenue,  Chicago,  IL 
60608.  Send  protests  to:  Keith  D. 
Warner,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations.  534  Federal  Office  Building,  235 
Summit  Street,  Toledo,  OH  43604. 

No.  MC  59367  (Sub-No.  79  TA),  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  DECKER 
TRUCIC  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  915, 
3584  Fifth  Avenue  South,  Fort  Dodge, 
lA  50501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  L.  Fairbank,  900  HubbeU  BuUd- 
ing,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  packaged  meat, 
from  the  facilities  of  Kold  Storage,  Inc., 
at  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  South  Dakota,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Lamb- Weston,  Inc., 
Division  of  Amfac,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
2357,  Portland,  Oreg.  97223.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Specialist,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations.  677 
Federal  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309. 

No.  MC  73037  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
May  26.  1972.  Applicant:  SHROPSHIRE 
TRUCKINa  INC.,  404  Westwood  Ave¬ 
nue,  Lindsay.  CA  93247.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Raymond  A.  Greene,  Jr.. 
405  Montgomery  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Grape  stakes,  in  bimdles,  from  points  in 
the  Los  Angeles  Harbor,  Calif.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  as  described  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  to  points  in  Kem,  Tulare,  and 
Merced  Coimties,  Calif.  Supporting 
shippers:  Roberts’  Farm,  Inc.,  15366 
Road  192,  Porterville,  CA  93257;  Hegg- 
blade-Marguleas-Tenneco  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  380,  Bakersfield,  CA  93302. 
Send  protests  to:  Walter  W.  Strakosch, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Room  7708  Federal  Building,  300 
North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90012. 

No.  MC  76472  (Sub-No.  20  TA).  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  MATeIrial 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  924  South  Heald 
Street,  Wilmington,  DE  19801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  Saiennl 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Urea,  in  bulk,  from  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  and 
Virginia,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Transammonia,  Inc.,  400  Park  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  NY  10022.  Send  protests 
to:  Peter  R.  Guman,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations.  1518  Walnut  Street, 
Room  1600,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102. 

No.  MC  85255  (Sub-No.  44  TA).  filed 
May  30.  1972.  Applicant:  PUGET 

SOUND  ’TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Pier  62. 
Seattle,  WA  98101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  S.  Carlander  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  seafoods,  from  Seattle.  Wash.,  to 
Astoria,  Oreg.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Bumble  Bee  Seafoods,  foot  of 
Sixth  Street,  Astoria,  Oreg.  97103.  Send 
protests  to:  E.  J.  Casey,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  6130  Arcade  Build¬ 
ing,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101. 

No.  MC  96612  (Sub-No.  11  TA).  filed 
May  30.  1972.  Applicant:  SEA-LAND 
FREIGHT  SERVICE,  INC.,  Corbin  and 
Fleet  Streets,  Post  Office  Box  1050,  Eliza¬ 
beth,  NJ  07207.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  F.  Hiljer,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  including  commodities  in 
bulk  in  marine  type  containers,  except 
those  of  imusual  value  and  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  points  in  the 
coimties  of  Skagit.  Whatcom,  and  Sno¬ 
homish,  Wash.,  restricted  to  the  move¬ 
ment  of  such  commodities  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  water,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Wards 
Cove  Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  Box  30,  Univer¬ 
sity  Station,  88  East  Hamlin,  Seattle. 
WA  98105;  Bumble  Bee  Seafoods,  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  Castle  ti  Cooke,  Inc.,  Astoria. 
Oreg.  97103;  New  England  Pish  Co., 
Pier  89,  Seattle,  WA  98119;  Pan-Alaska 
Fisheries,  Inc.,  Post  Office  ^x  647,  Mon¬ 
roe,  WA  98272.  Send  protests  to:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  Robert  E.  Johnston.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  970  Broad  Street,  Newark, 
NJ  07102. 

No.  MC  99780  (Sub-No.  20  TA),  filed 
May  25, 1972.  Applicant:  CHIPPER  CAR¬ 
TAGE  <X>MPANY,  me..  1327  Northeast 
Bond  Street  61603,  Post  Office  Box  1345, 
Peoria,  IL  61601.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  R.  Zang  (same  address  as 
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above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting;  Mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale  and 
retail  grocery  houses,  from  United 
Faculties,  Inc.,  at  Galesburg,  lU.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Wisconsin,  and  Illinois,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  United  Faculties,  Inc., 
Post  Office  Box  .539,  Peoria,  TL  61601. 
Send  protests  to:  Transportation  Spe¬ 
cialist  Don  E.  Jackson,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  219  South  Dearborn  Street,  Room 
1086,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  BuUd- 
ing,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  218),  filed 
May  24,  1972.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
7666,  1129  Orimmett  Drive,  Shreveport, 
LA  71107.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Composi¬ 
tion  board,  from  storage  faculties  utilized 
by  the  Celotex  Corp.  at  Algiers,  La.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and 
Oklahoma,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  The  Celotex  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box 
22602,  Tampa,  Fla.  33622.  Send  protests 
to;  Paul  D.  Collins,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  T-9038  Federal 
BxUlding,  701  Loyola  Avenue,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  LA  70113. 

No.  MC  106663  (Sub-No.  2  TA) ,  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  BRENNAN 
WISHNER,  Rural  Delivery  2,  Ridge 
Road.  Washington,  PA  15301.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Frank  C.  CarroU, 
33  West  Beau  Street,  Washington,  PA 
15301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Corru¬ 
gated  paper  boxes  and  fillers  and  re¬ 
jected  or  damaged  shipments  of  same. 
from  North  Strabane  Township,  Wash¬ 
ington  County,  Pa.,  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
points  in  Ohio  and  Maryland  and  those 
in  West  Virginia  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50,  and  from  the  specified 
destination  points  to  the  designated 
origin  points,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Union  Camp  Corp.,  1600  VaUey 
Road,  Wayne,  NJ  07470.  Send  protests 
to:  District  Supervisor  John  J.  England, 
Bureau  of  Oiwrations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  2111  Federal  BuUd- 
Ing,  1000  Liberty  Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15222. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  475  TA) .  filed 
May  26,  1972.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  1233,  405  Elast  Eighth  Street, 
Wilson  Terminal  BuUding,  Sioux  Falls, 


SD  57501.  Applicant’s  representative: 

R.  H.  Jinks  (same  address  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  frozen  fried  and  unfried 
potato  products,  from  Caribou,  Maine, 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Kansas,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  Virginia,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Kitchen  Foods,  Caribou,  Maine  04102, 
Lee  M.  Greiner,  Distribution  Manager. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor  J. 
L.  Hammond,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  369,  Federal  Building,  Pierre, 

S.  Dak.  57501. 

No.  MC  116133  (Sub-No.  9  TA),  filed 
May  31,  1972.  Applicant:  POLLARD  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  Washington 
National  Airport,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  M.  Sielaty,  1819  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  with  usual  excep¬ 
tions,  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subs^uent  movement  by  air,  between 
Dulles  International  Airport,  and  York, 
and  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper :  Dulles  International 
Air  Freight  Corp,,  Post  Office  Box  17221, 
Dulles  International  Airport,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20041.  Send  protests  to:  Robert 
D.  Caldwell,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  12th  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  NW..  Washington,  DC  20423. 

No.  MC  117589  (Sub-No.  21  TA).  filed 
May  24,  1972.  Applicant:  PROVI- 

SIONERS  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
2535  Airport  Way  South,  Seattle,  WA 
98134.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  1424  Washing¬ 
ton  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  human 
blood  plasma,  from  Tacoma,  Wash.,  to 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  Note  :  Applicant  pres¬ 
ently  holds  authority  to  transport  frozen 
human  blood  plasma  from  Seattle, 
Wash.,  and  Portland,  Greg.,  to  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  and  wishes  to  use  this  addi¬ 
tional  authority  in  conjimction  with  the 
present  authority  held,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Abbott,  Scientific 
Products  Division  of  Abbott  Labora¬ 
tories,  doing  business  as  United  Biolog¬ 
ies,  820  Mission  Street,  South  Pasadena, 
CA  91030.  Send  protests  to:  E.  J.  Casey, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 


Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  6130 
Arcade  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  193  TA). 
filed  May  24,  1972.  Applicant:  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  Southeast 
20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  lA  50317.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
910  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fro2xn 
packaged  meats,  from  the  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Kold  Storage,  Inc.,  at  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  to  pc^ts  in  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigsm,  and  Chicago,  Bl.,  and 
Kansas  Cfity,  Kans.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  Shipper:  Lamb-Weston,  Ihc., 
Division  of  Amfac,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
23507,  Portland,  OR  97223.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  ’Transporta¬ 
tion  Specialist,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operatiems,  677 
Federal  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309. 

No.  MC  127482  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
May  25,  1972.  Applicant:  GLENN  FER¬ 
RIS,  doing  business  as  FEXtRIS  ’TRUCK¬ 
ING,  Crescent,  Iowa  51526.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Salt,  from  Omaha.  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Missouri,  and  South 
Dakota,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Intematicmal  Salt  Co.,  6300  North 
River  Road,  Rosemont,  IL  60018.  Send 
Protests  To:  Carroll  Russell,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  711  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  128007  (Sub-No.  43  TA),  filed 
May  26,  1972.  Applicant:  HOFEIR,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  583,  4032  Parkview 
Drive,  Pittsburg,  KS  66762.  AwUcant’s 
representative:  Jandera  &  Christey 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Fabricated  concrete  rein¬ 
forcing  materials  and  joints,  from  Par¬ 
sons,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  for 
150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Superior 
Concrete  Accessories,  Inc.,  Parsons, 
Kans.  Send  protests  to:  M  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  501  Petroleum  Building,  Wichita, 
Kans.  67202. 

By  the  Ccmimission. 

(seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.  72-9127  Filed  6-16-72:8:51  am] 
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